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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES-Wednesday, September 8, 1993 
The House met at 12 noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem
pore [Mr. MONTGOMEilY]. 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPO RE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be
fore the House the following commu
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 7, 1993. 

I hereby designate the Honorable G.V. 
(SONNY) MONTGOMERY to act as Speaker pro 
tempore on Wednesday, September 8, 1993. 

THOMAS S. FOLEY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The 
Ford, 
prayer: 

PRAYER 
Chaplain, Rev. 
D.D., offered 

James David 
the fallowing 

We pray, 0 God, for our own needs 
and the needs of our Nation, and we 
give thanks for opportunities that we 
have in our own day and time to serve 
people with equity. We admit our tend
ency to look inward and satisfy our 
own requirements, yet we admit that 
we should be interested in the concerns 
of people everywhere. Lift our vision, 0 
gracious God, to see the demands of 
justice; open our ears to hear the words 
of faith and hope and love; extend our 
hands for work and service to others, 
and strengthen our voices to speak for 
righteousness and understanding in all 
we do. This is our earnest prayer. 
Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day's proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour
nal stands approved. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair asks the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. GLICKMAN] to lead the House in 
the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. GLICKMAN led the Pledge of Al
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Mr. 

Ballen, one of its clerks, announced 

that the Senate had passed with 
amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested, a bill of the 
House of the following title: 

R .R. 1268. An act to assist the development 
of tribal judicial systems, and for other pur
poses. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to 
the bill (H.R. 1268) ''An act to assist the 
development of tribal judicial systems, 
and for other purposes," requests a 
conference with the House on the dis
agreeing votes for the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. INOUYE, Mr. 
DECONCINI, Mr. DASCHLE, Mr. CONRAD, 
Mr. REID, Mr. SIMON, Mr. AKAKA, Mr. 
WELLSTONE, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. CAMP
BELL, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. MURKOWSKI, Mr. 
COCHRAN, Mr. GORTON, Mr. DOMENIC!, 
Mrs. KASSEBAUM, Mr. NICKLES, and Mr. 
HATFIELD, to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed bills, joint resolu
tions, and concurrent resolutions of 
the following titles, in which the con
currence of the House is requested: 

S. 424. An act to amend the Securities Ex
change Act of 1934 with respect to limited 
partnership rollups; 

S. 1156. An act to provide for the settle
ment of land claims of the Catawba Tribe of 
Indians in the State of South Carolina and 
the restoration of the Federal trust relation
ship with the Tribe, and for other purposes; 

S.J. Res. 124. Joint resolution designating 
September 6, 1993, as " Try American Day"; 

S.J. Res. 125. Joint resolution designating 
September 1993 as " Childhood Cancer 
Month"; 

S.J. Res. 126. Joint resolution designating 
September 10, 1993, as "National POW/MIA 
Recognition Day " and authorizing the dis
play of the National League of Families 
POW/MIA flag; 

S. Con. Res. 30. Concurrent resolution con
gratulating the Anti-Defamation League on 
the celebration of its 80th anniversary; 

S. Con . Res. 38. Concurrent resolution to 
authorize the reprinting of the book entitled 
"The United States Capitol: A Brief Archi
tectural History"; 

S. Con. Res. 39. Concurrent resolution to 
authorize the printing of a new annotated 
edition of Glenn Brown's " History of the 
United States Capitol", originally published 
in two volumes in 1900 and 1903, prepared 
under the auspices of the Architect of the 
Capitol; 

S. Con. Res. 40. Concurrent resolution to 
authorize the printing of the book entitled 
"Constantino Burmidi: Artist of the Cap
itol", prepared by the Office of the Architect 
of the Capitol; and 

S. Con. Res. 41. Concurrent resolution to 
authorize the printing of the book entitled 
" The Cornerstones of the United States Cap
itol." 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendment of the 

House with an amendment to a bill of 
the Senate of the following title: 

S. 184. An act to provide for the exchange 
of certain lands within the State of Utah, 
and for other purposes. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be
fore the House the following commu
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 8, 1993. 

Hon. THOMAS s. FOLEY, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per

mission granted in Clause 5 of Rule III of the 
Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives, 
the Clerk received the following message 
from the Secretary of the Senate on Monday, 
August 9, 1993 at 11:40 a.m.: that the Senate 
passed without amendment R.R. 490, R.R. 
2900, H.J. Res. 110, H.J. Res. 157; agreed to 
Conference Report on H.R. 2348, and Con
ference Report on H.R. 2264; agreed to House 
amendments to H.R. 2034; agreed to House 
amendments and receded from Senate 
amendments to H.R. 2667. 

With great respect, I am, 
Sincerely yours, 

DONNALD K. ANDERSON, 
Clerk, House of Representatives. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair desires to announce that pursu
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the Speaker 
signed the following enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions on Monday, August 9, 
1993: 

H.R. 490, to provide for the conveyance of 
certain lands and improvements in Washing
ton, District of Columbia, to the Columbia 
Hospital for Women to provide a site for the 
construction of a facility to house the Na
tional Women's Health Resource Center; 

R.R. 2034, to authorize major medical facil
ity construction projects for the Department 
of Veterans Affairs for fiscal year 1994, and 
for other purposes; 

R.R. 2264, to provide for reconciliation pur
suant to section 7 of the concurrent resolu
tion on the budget for the fiscal year 1994; 

R .R. 2348, making appropriations for the 
legislative branch for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 1994, and for other purposes; 

R.R. 2667, making emergency supplemental 
appropriations for relief from the major, 
widespread flooding in the Midwest for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 1993, and for 
other purposes; 

R.R. 2900, to clarify and revise the small 
business exemption from the nutrition label
ing requirements of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act, and for other purposes; 

H.J. Res. 110, to authorize the adminis
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra
tion to conduct appropriate programs and 
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activities to acknowledge the status of the 
county of Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, as the 
"world capital of aerobatics," and for other 
purposes; and 

H.J. Res. 157, to designate September 13, 
1993, as "Commodore John Barry Day. " 

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
GLASS CEILING COMMISSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be
fore the House the following resigna
tion as a member of the Glass Ceiling 
Commission: . 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, June 10, 1993. 

Hon. ROBERT REICH, 
Secretary of Labor, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY REICH: I write to you, re
gretfully, to submit my resignation as a 
member of the Glass Ceiling Commission. As 
the author of the House language creating 
the Commission, this was not an easy deci
sion for me to make. It has been an incred
ible honor to serve on this most prestigious 
Commission. 

Due to several constraints on my time, and 
my commitment to use any available mo
ment to meet with constituents in my dis
trict offices. I feel that I am unable to devote 
the necessary time to the Commission. The 
charge of the Commission is extremely im
portant and I believe that we need individ
uals who have the ability to devote the ap
propriate time. 

Please know that you may call upon me at 
anytime to provide assistance to you or to 
Joyce Miller. I look forward to working with 
you in the future on this matter, and on 
other issues of mutual concern. 

Sincerely, 
SUSAN MOLINARI, 

Member of Congress. 

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBER OF 
GLASS CEILING COMMISSION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be
fore the House the following appoint
ment of a member of the Glass Ceiling 
Commission: 
OFFICE OF THE REPUBLICAN LEADER, 

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, August 6, 1993. 

Hon. THOMAS s. FOLEY, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to Section 

203(b)(l)(G) of Public Law 102-166, we hereby 
appoint the following Member of the House 
of Representatives to serve as a member of 
the Glass Ceiling Commission: 

The Honorable Marge Roukema of New 
Jersey. 

Sincerely, 
RICHARD A. GEPHARDT, 

Majority Leader. 
BOB MICHEL, 

Minority Leader. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE DI
RECTOR OF NON-LEGISLATIVE 
AND FINANCIAL SERVICES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be

fore the House the following commu
nication from the Director of Non-Leg
islative and Financial Services: 

NON-LEGISLATIVE AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES, U.S. HOUSE OF REP
RESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, August 16, 1993. 
Hon. THOMAS s. FOLEY, 
Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, Wash

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no

tify you pursuant to Rule L (50) of the Rules 
of the House that I have been served with a 
subpoena issued by the United States Dis
trict Court, District of Columbia. 

After consultation with the General Coun
sel, I have determined that compliance with 
the subpoena is consistent with the privi
leges and precedents of the House. 

Sincerely , 
LEONARD P. WISHART Ill, 

Director . 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be

fore the House the following commu
nication from the chairman of the 
Committee on House Administration: 

COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, DC, August 17, 1993. 

Hon. THOMAS s . FOLEY, 
Speaker of the House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no
tify you pursuant to Rule L of the Rules of 
the House that a staff person of the Commit
tee on House Administration has been served 
with a subpoena issued by the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia. 

After consultation with the General Coun
sel to the House, I have determined that 
compliance with the subpoena is not incon
sistent with the privileges and precedents of 
the House. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLIE ROSE, 

Chairman. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
SERGEANT AT ARMS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be
fore the House the following commu
nication from the Sergeant at Arms: 

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, August 31, 1993. 

Hon. THOMAS s. FOLEY, 
Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, Wash

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no

tify you pursuant to Rule L (50) of the Rules 
of the House that a member of my staff has 
been served with a subpoena issued by the 
United States District Court for the District 
of Columbia. 

After consultation with the General Coun
sel, I have determined that compliance with 
the subpoena is consistent with the privi
leges and precedents of the House. 

Sincerely, 
WERNER W. BRANDT, 

Sergeant at Arms. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
ACTING GENERAL COUNSEL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be
fore the House the following commu
nication from the Acting General 
Counsel: 

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, September 8, 1993. 

Hon. THOMAS s. FOLEY, 
Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, Wash

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: In accordance with 

House Rule 50, I respectfully notify you of 
the receipt by the office of Representative 
Newt Gingrich of a witness subpoena from 
the Magistrate Court of Henry County, Geor
gia. The office of Representative Dan Ros
tenkowski, and your own office, have also re
ceived witness subpoenas from the Mag
istrate Court of Henry County, Georgia, in 
the same matter. 

After consultation with me as Acting Gen
eral Counsel, Representative Gingrich, Rep
resentative Rostenkows~i and yourself have 
determined that compliance is not consist
ent with the privileges and precedents of the 
House. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES TIEFER, 

Acting General Counsel. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON PUBLIC WORKS AND TRANS
PORTATION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be

fore the House the following commu
nication from the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Works and Trans
portation; which was read and, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations: 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS 
AND TRANSPORTATION, 

Washington, DC, August 5, 1993. 
Hon. THOMAS s. FOLEY, 
The Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, 

Washington , DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the provi

sions of the Public Buildings Act of 1959, I 
am transmitting herewith the resolutions 
(originals plus one copy) approved today by 
the Committee on Public Works and Trans
portation. 

Sincerely yours, 
NORMAN Y. MINETA, 

Chairman. 

There was no objection. 

GOVERNMENT REORGANIZATION 
PLAN NEEDS BIPARTISAN SUP
PORT 
(Mr. RICHARDSON asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, if 
the Arabs and Israelis can achieve 
peace in the Middle East, then the 
Democrats and Republicans surely can 
come together on health care, the 
North American Free-Trade Agree
ment, a crime bill, and campaign fi
nance reform. The issue that can defeat 
all of us is not health care, or NAFTA, 
or the budget vote, but gridlock. If the 
public perceives us as being incapable 
of governing, we will not need term 
limits since many of us will be history 
anyway. 

Yesterday, President Clinton and 
Vice President GORE unveiled their 
plan-a plan that will fundamentally 
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change the way our Government 
works-it will produce a savings of $108 
billion over 5 years, it will cut the Fed
eral work force by 250,000, and it will 
bring proven ways of doing things from 
the business world into Government. 

Mr. Speaker, this plan gives us a 
chance to make needed changes-to 
make Government serve the people and 
serve them well. I urge all Members 
from both sides of the aisle to work to
gether to make this plan a reality. 

VEIL OF SECRECY LIFTED 
(Mr. MCKEON asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MCKEON. I yield to the gen
tleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to make an announcement of a 
very significant thing: History has just 
been made. One minute ago we received 
our 218th signature on discharge peti
tion No. 2, which discharges from con
sideration of the Committee on Rules 
of House Resolution 134. The veil of se
crecy is now removed. 

Mr. McKEON. Mr. Speaker, reclaim
ing my time, at this very moment, his
tory is being made. A 63-year-old rule 
that allows Members to say one thing 
at home and another thing here in Con
gress is about to be destroyed. 

Just think of it-the leadership of 
Congress provides cover for Members so 
that they can advance the wishes of 
the liberal leadership in Congress over 
the wishes of their constituents. And 
they 've been doing it for 63 years. 

Last March, Congressman JIM INHOFE 
from Oklahoma introduced House Res
olution 134 that makes public the 
names of Members who sign a dis
charge petition. Currently, those 
names are held in secret so that the 
people at home will never find out. By 
not finding out, the Member is allowed 
to promote popular causes in his dis
trict and oppose those very causes se
cretly in Congress and the voters will 
never know. 

Ironically, R.R. 134 was assigned to 
the Rules Committee where the leader
ship has historically buried popular 
legislation and it takes 218 signatures 
on a discharge petition to get it out. 
Those reform-minded Democrats and 
Republicans are lined up right now, 
even as I speak, to be among those 
21S-those 218 reformers who want to 
return the House of Representatives to 
the people . 

At this very moment, Mr. Speaker, 
history is being made. The good old 
boys are on their way out and the peo
ple are on their way in. When the 218th 
signature goes on discharge petition 
No . 2, the veil of secrecy will be de
stroyed-forever. 

IN SUPPORT OF CVN-76, THE NEXT 
NUCLEAR AIRCRAFT CARRIER 
AND ITS IMPORTANCE TO OUR 
NATION 
(Mr. SCOTT asked and was given per

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
address an issue raised by Secretary of 
Defense Aspin and General Powell last 
week. In unveiling the "bottom up re
view" of our future military needs, 
they indicated that our national de
fense requires at least 12 aircraft car
riers. 
Mr~ Speaker, I submit these carriers 

should be the most modern and most 
capable the Congress can provide. To 
this end, we must fully fund the next 
Nimitz class carrier, CVN-76 as soon as 
possible. 

The post-cold-war world is high
lighted by a wide range of countries 
that are unstable and whose actions 
will be unpredictable. The Secretary of 
Defense correctly stated that, in this 
environment, our national security 
strategy must give renewed attention 
to power projection, mobility and for
ward presence. This can best be accom
plished by large-decked nuclear air
craft carriers. 

There is a strong case for funding 
CVN-76 on military, diplomatic and in
dustrial base grounds. I therefore urge 
my colleagues to consider these na
tional security issues and support 
building CVN-76. 

FRAUD AGAINST THE AMERICAN 
PEOPLE 

(Mr. CALVERT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, 63 years 
ago the American people were victim
ized by fraud. 

Some might think the term fraud is 
too harsh-but is it? 

According to Webster's Dictionary, 
" fraud" is an act of deceiving or mis
representing * * * also, one who is not 
what he pretends to be. " 

How accurately that describes what 
had been going on in this House for 63 
years. 

It was in 1930 that John Nance Gar
ner installed the discharge petition-an 
ingenious device that allows a Member 
of Congress to defraud his constituents 
by acting under the protection of a veil 
of secrecy. 

That veil allowed a Member to sup
port back home those causes that he or 
she opposes in these chambers. 

That is right. The discharge petition 
allowed a member to satisfy the lobby
ists and party leaders at the same time 
he makes the people back home think 
he is supporting them. 

Mr. Speaker. There is no two ways 
about it. This is fraud. But, thanks to 

my colleague from Oklahoma, JIM 
INHOFE, this fraud has come to an end. 

The good old boys are on their way 
out. The people are on their way in. 

When the 218th signature goes on dis
charge petition No. 2, the veil of se
crecy will be destroyed, forever. 

WASTE IN GOVERNMENT IS 
ADMINISTRATION'S TARGET 

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re
marks.) 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, yester
day, the President and Vice President, 
released a plan to aggressively attack 
waste in Government. It is a tough 
plan. It is a fair plan. And it is a plan 
that will let the American people know 
that this body is serious about reform. 

We must change the way that Gov
ernment does business. We must 
streamline operations. We must pro
vide a better product for the taxpayers. 
That means cutting costs, cutting 
waste and cutting redtape. 

When I travel through my district 
and talk to constituents, they are frus
trated. They have heard the ridiculous 
stories about the $1,000 toilet seats and 
bureaucrats who get paid to study the 
thickness of catsup, while they pay 
higher taxes for fewer services and see 
their standard of living decline. They 
are fed up. 

Yesterday, the President took a bold 
first step to making Government more 
responsive, more efficient, more effec
tive. In the coming weeks and months 
we will have an unequaled opportunity 
to build on that action and begin to ad
dress other critical issues of reform
wi th heal th care reform and congres
sional reform on the agenda. 

In the process we can begin to restore 
Americans faith in government. The 
American people clearly want reform. 
They asked for it in the last election, 
they are still asking for it. It's time for 
us to answer by saying "yes" to re
inventing government, " yes" to health 
care reform and "yes" to congressional 
reform. 

THE DISCHARGE PETITION 
(Mr. BUYER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, last Au
gust 4, I joined my colleague, the gen
tleman from Oklahoma, JIM INHOFE, 
along with 12 Republican freshmen in a 
1 hour special order wherein he threat
ened to release the names of Members 
of Congress who refused to sign the dis
charge petition that would put an end 
to the 63-year-old rule that allows 
Members of Congress to defraud the 
public in secret. He said he would re
lease the names to the Wall Street 
Journal and that they had agreed to 
publish them, and he could be expelled 
from the Congress for so doing that. 
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When a Member signs a discharge pe

tition at the desk right over there be
hind me, that they did this morning, 
they have to read a warning that says: 

The publication or release of the names of 
Members who have signed this or any other 
discharge petition is strictly prohibited. 

And it goes on to say that one cannot 
even release the number of signatures. 

Article, I, section 5 of the Constitu
tion says: 

Each House may punish its Members for 
disorderly behavior and, with the concur
rence of two-thirds, expel a Member. 

The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
INHOFE] did release the names and he 
did release the numbers. I guess theo
retically he could be expelled, but we 
know that will not happen. However, it 
is probably the reason the secrecy rule 
has endured for 63 years. 

It is truly the week that the good old 
boys are out and the people are in. We 
must allow the Congress to work the 
will of the American people. 

CONGRATULATIONS TO THE 
ADMINISTRATION 

(Mr. SKAGGS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. SKAGGS. Mr. Speaker, all of us 
in this body should congratulate the 
administration for the report that was 
issued yesterday, the report of the Na
tional Performance Review. It is full of 
sound ideas for making this Govern
ment work better and cost less. And it 
pushes us to honor the hard work of 
the American taxpayers by giving 
them better value for their money and 
by hearing their demands that govern
ment work more efficiently. 

One idea that I heard, while doing 
door-to-door work in my district last 
spring, came from a Federal employee. 
She was again experiencing in her 
agency the use it or lose it phenome
non at the end of the fiscal year, when 
agencies are penalized if they do not 
spend out their budget. 

I wrote to the Vice President, urging 
that we address that issue, that we find 
a way to reward government frugality 
at year's end rather than to penalize it. 
And sure enough, in the report that 
was issued yesterday, on page 20, that 
recommendation is essentially taken 
to heart . It is gratifying to have this 
kind of closure on an important mat
ter ~ 

It is now the responsibility of the 
Congress to act and to act promptly on 
these recommendations. 

THE SECRET DRAWER 
(Mr. HUTCHINSON asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Speaker, 63 
years ago a rule was put in place in 

this House that allows a Member of 
Congress to tell his constituents at 
home that he is supporting popular 
programs like the balanced budget 
amendment and line i tern veto and 
term limits and, at the same time, op
pose those programs in Congress. The 
rule has the effect of putting discharge 
petitions into a secret drawer right 
over here. It is secret from the public. 

The rule offers cover for Members 
who play the game with the insiders. 

When the gentleman from Oklahoma, 
Congressman INHOFE, introduced House 
Resolution 134 to reform this secret 
process, he immediately incurred the 
wrath of the House leadership. How 
dare he take away our secrecy. Who 
does he think he is, they must have 
asked behind closed doors somewhere. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, we are going to 
end all of that secrecy. My congratula
tions to the gentleman from Okla
homa, JIM INHOFE, for his leadership. 
The good old boys are on their way out 
and the people are on their way in. The 
218th signature has been put on the pe
tition, and the secret veil is being de
stroyed forever. 

MORE THOUGHTS ON 
REINVENTING GOVERNMENT-

(Ms. HARMAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re
marks.) 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, RIGO 
stands for reinventing government. I 
wish it were the last acronym invented 
by the Federal Government, but it may 
well be remembered as the best. 

Yesterday, President Bill Clinton and 
Vice President AL GORE delivered on a 
major promise to change the way the 
Federal Government functions. By 
bringing competition, independent de
cisionmaking and more flexibility to 
the Federal bureaucracy, we will create 
more effective and less expensive gov
ernment. 

By developing systems that encour
age government workers to seek out 
savings, paring silly processes and cut
ting through regulation and redtape, 
we will bring services to the people. 

And we will take responsible and pru
dent steps to cut spending, most of 
which can be implemented now by Ex
ecutive order. 

I am enthusiastic about RIGO, some 
portions of which will require legisla
tion, and stand here today ready to co
sponsor and advocate these creative 
and critically necessary proposals. 

0 1220 
A CHANGE IN GOVERNMENT 

(Mr. DICKEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. DICKEY. Mr. Speaker, today is a 
great day in two respects . One is that 

the petition of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE] has been signed 
by an adequate number of congres
sional leaders for us to get rid of the 
secrecy that is in Government. The 
same thing exists with the initiative of 
the President and the Vice President to 
streamline Government. I think Amer
ica should say thank you, businesses 
should say thank you, that we are not 
doing business as usual from now on, 
and that we will start doing things in 
an open fashion for the benefit of the 
people and in conjunction and in part
nership with the people. 

I want to thank, again, the gen
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE] 
for his efforts, his gallant efforts, to 
represent the people. 

REFORMING GOVERNMENT 
(Ms. PELOSI asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re
marks.) 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, 
President Clinton and Vice President 
GORE presented the report of the Na
ti onal Performance Review entitled, 
"From Red Tape to Results-Creating 
a Government That Works Better and 
Costs Less." 

The report presents an agency-by
agency list of specific recommenda
tions to reduce the number of regula
tions, eliminate the duplication of ef
fort, and improve services to the Amer
ican people. 

From AID-where the report calls for 
a commonsense approach to U.S. for
eign assistance-to the VA, where it 
will improve the services to our veter
ans, the proposal will save the tax
payer money. 

"From Red Tape to Results" also 
makes major recommendations affect
ing Government systems to reward 
leadership and better management. For 
example, it calls for clear, strong lead
ership to integrate information tech
nology into the business of Govern
ment. 

"From Red Tape to Results" clearly 
demonstrates the Clinton administra
tion's determination to cut spending, 
cut redtape, and cut the bureaucracy. 
This action will reduce the deficit, re
form Government, and make change. 

Mr. Speaker, the Vice President is to 
be commended for this intelligent re
port. 

WELCOMING PRESIDENT CLINTON 
TO CLEVELAND, OH 

(Mr. HOKE asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. HOKE. Mr. Speaker, I was going 
to speak this morning on the discharge 
petition and the historic event that we 
hoped would take place. In fact, what I 
had planned to do was to speak very 
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strongly and wonder how it was that a 
number of Members had removed their 
names from the discharge petition, and 
what might have been placed over their 
heads in order to do that. I was going 
to embarrass them, perhaps; perhaps I 
was going to excoriate their behavior 
and talk about it in the context of the 
evils of the discharge petition in its old 
secret form. 

The fact is that this morning 218 
Members have signed it. We have pre
vailed. I do not have to be critical. We 
do not have to dive into the deep pit of 
nasty name-calling. 

Instead, what I would like to do is 
point out that tomorrow our President, 
President William Clinton, is going to 
be in my hometown of Cleveland, OH. 
We would like to welcome him there. 
He is going to be talking about making 
Government more efficient and more 
effective. 

I, for one, am glad that we have an 
opportunity in a nonpartisan way to 
get together, in fact, over one issue; 
that is, making Government smaller, 
more effective, less wasteful, and more 
responsive. I welcome him to Cleve
land. 

CONSIDERATION URGED FOR CLIN
TON'S PERFORMANCE REVIEW 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
(Mr. SCHUMER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. Speaker, how 
many Federal employees does it take 
to screw in a light bulb? It is a dumb 
joke with an expensive punchline cost
ing American taxpayers millions of 
dollars. According to a Department of 
Energy memo, it takes 43 people over 
1,087 hours. 

Let me read from page 69 of the Na
tional Performance Review: 

The memo calls for a planner to meet with 
1:1ix others at a work-control meeting; talk 
with other workers who have done the job 
before; meet again; get signatures from five 
people at that work-control meeting; get the 
project plans approved by separate officials 
overseeing safety, logistics, waste manage
ment and plant scheduling; wait for a 
monthly criticality-beacon test; direct elec
tricians to replace the bulb; and then test 
and verify the repair. 

Mr. Speaker, just changing a light 
bulb is an example of the torture cham
ber of regulations for Federal employ
ees who only want to do their job and 
do it as best they can. We owe it to all 
of them and all Americans to give the 
President's performance review serious 
consideration. 

THE VEIL OF SECRECY 
DESTROYED FOREVER 

(Mr. EVERETT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
great day. For sixty-three years the 
agenda of the House of Representatives 
has been set by a handful of senior 
members called leadership. Another 
way of putting this is that the people 
of this country have not been able to 
get the things they believe on the floor 
of the House for a vote unless they are 
approved by the leadership. This is re
form on which all other reforms are 
predicated. Now maybe we can have 
true budget reform, a true, real line 
item veto, a school prayer amendment, 
and other reforms. As long as that veil 
of secrecy had hidden those names, no 
other reforms were possible. 

Mr. Speaker, the good old boys are on 
their way out, and the people are on 
their way in. The 218th signature is on 
discharge petition No. 2. The veil of se
crecy has been destroyed, hopefully 
forever. 

THE WINDS OF CHANGE 
(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, the 
Vice President said America needs to 
reinvent Government. To find out why, 
the GAO called the RTC, the ITC, and 
the PMS. They did not know. 

The GAO then called the DOD, the 
DOT, and the DDT. They did not know. 
The GAO then called the CIA, the DIA, 
the EPA, and the IUD. They did not 
know. Then they asked OMB to find 
out, the OMB created a whole new pro
gram called the Government Analysis 
Service, known as GAS. 

Maybe GAS will get to the bottom of 
all of this. Certainly there is enough 
gas in Washington, DC, to reinvent this 
Government. 

THE VEIL OF SECRECY LIFTED 
(Mr. GOOD LATTE asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, there 
have been many associations and citi
zen groups who have joined the dis
charge petition reform effort over the 
past 4 weeks. We have been hearing 
them on talk radio and reading about 
them in editorials across America. 

Important among the associations 
supporting the effort of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. INHOFE] to destroy 
the veil of secrecy that subverts the 
will of the people is a group called 
United We Stand, America. Along with 
millions of other Americans, Ross 
Perot recognizes that discharge peti
tion reform is one of the most signifi
cant reforms in the history of Con
gress. 

There are now over 200 reformers in 
Congress fighting for this much-needed 
legislation who have signed on the dot-

ted line. I am pleased to be one of them 
and to urge other Members to join this 
effort . Mr. Speaker, the good old boys 
are on their way out , and the people 
are on their way in. Now that the 218th 
signature is on discharge petition No. 
2, the veil of secrecy will be destroyed 
forever. 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF RETIREMENT 
(Mr. MAZZOLI asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. MAZZOLI. Mr. Speaker, last Fri
day in Louisville I announced my deci
sion not to run for reelection to the 
House of Representatives, so I will be 
retiring from Congress at the end of 
1994. This has been an absolutely won
derful adventure for me and for Helen, 
my bride of 34 years. It has been a mag
nificent journey in public policy, in 
human relationships, and we will miss 
this very much. 

I want to thank all my friends here 
in the House. I want to particularly 
thank the wonderful people in the 
Third District of Kentucky who have 
expressed their support for me, their 
love and affection for me many times 
over the years, not just in election 
years but all through the years. I will 
always have in my heart a wonderful 
feeling about my home State of Ken
tucky, my hometown of Louisville, and 
for the people, the wonderful people 
who reside there. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know what the 
future holds. I believe, having done 
public policy for virtually half of my 
life, I will do in the future something 
akin to it, some type of a pursuit 
which has in it attempting to make the 
world better, attempting to make my 
community better, attempting to leave 
behind some footprints by reason of my 
work that would improve the lot of my 
fellow men and women. 

Let me just say, Mr. Speaker, how 
very proud I am to have been a Member 
of the House of Representatives and to 
have served with all my colleagues on 
behalf of the American people. I leave 
this place, this very special place, with 
a wonderful feeling in my heart, with a 
feeling of love and affection for all my 
friends, and with the belief that the fu
ture is going to be better than we have 
had in the past, and that we will, to
gether, be able to shape a better world 
and a better America for the time to 
come. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that my state
ment of last Friday be placed in the 
RECORD at this point. 

STATEMENT OF CONGRESSMAN RON MAZZOLI 

After 25 years of elected public service to 
the people of my hometown, my Common
weal th, and my nation, I have decided-in 
close consultation with Helen and my fam
ily-not to seek reelection to the House of 
Representatives in 1994. 

I will, of course, in the remaining months 
of my term of office devote the fullness of 
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my time, energy and talents to the Third 
District of Kentucky and its good people, my 
constituents. I intend to maintain my cur
rent 100% voting attendance record through 
my term, and I will be studying as hard, 
working as hard and representing my con
stituents as diligently and devotedly in the 
remainder of my term as when I started my 
Congressional service in 1971. 

These past 25 years have been a marvelous 
experience, a wonderful adventure. I have 
loved public service immensely, and I have 
found it over the years-and find it today
to be personally as well as professionally sat
isfying, fulfilling and exciting. 

There is no privilege higher than the op
portunity to serve in · public office. And, 
when that allows a person, as in my case, to 
serve his own family, his lifelong friends, his 
schoolmates, and his neighbors, the honor 
and the privilege is even greater and more 
precious. 

But, as has often been said, all good things 
must come to an end. 

And, Helen and I believe it is now time to 
leave this good and gratifying phase of our 
life and-asking God's blessings on us-to 
move together into a new phase of life. 

We do not know exactly what the future 
holds for us. But, public service, after all 
these years, is deeply ingrained in us both. 
So, we fully expect our future pursuits to in
volve some form of public service. 

There is never a perfect time to leave a life 
of public service. There is always unfinished 
business. Causes to be championed. Griev
ances to be redressed. People to be helped. 

However, it is always better to leave the 
field of action while one can still play the 
game, and I can. And, more importantly, 
when one still loves the game, and I do . 

I owe a lot to a lot of people. They are the 
ones who made this whole improbable and 
wonderful adventure a reality. I cannot 
name all of them today, but I will cite a few. 

My family, especially Helen, my bride, 
companion and best friend for these 34 years, 
our children and their spouses, my mother, 
my brother and sister, their spouses, my sis
ter-in-law and my uncle and aunt. They have 
been my support and safe harbor over the 
years. 

My staff here in Louisville and in Washing
ton. Their constancy, patience and profes
sionalism have enabled me to discharge my 
duties, as a steward of the public 's trust, 
with effectiveness and honor. 

My legion of hard-working campaign vol
unteers deserves note. They routinely ac
complished the impossible in election years 
and, thereby, enabled me to continue my life 
of service . 

I thank, too, my colleagues in elected of
fice for their cooperation and support over 
the years. Serving with them has been for 
me a high honor and a personal privilege, 
and I look forward to working together with 
them during the remainder of my term on 
many pending projects affecting the Third 
District. 

So, Helen and I close this door and open 
another. Complete this chapter and begin an
other. It's time for us to see what is lying on 
the other side of the next hill. 

0 1230 

OPENING THE DISCHARGE 
PETITION PROCESS 

(Mr. CRAPO asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. Speaker, on August 
4, I was privileged to be on the floor 
with the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. INHOFE] as he opened the floor bat
tle to open and free up the discharge 
petition process. Today I am proud to 
stand on the floor with Representative 
INHOFE and all of the others who have 
fought this battle as we have succeeded 
in getting the 218th signature. 

The people won this one. Throughout 
the August work period I have been in 
district meetings throughout my dis
trict with people who continually 
asked me what can we do to make a 
difference, and I think that today 
makes the case. People across the 
country stood up in the last 30 days 
and said enough is enough and open the 
process, and the process opened. Their 
voice was heard. 

Now that the discharge petition is 
open, maybe we can get a vote on the 
balanced budget amendment, and a 
true line-item veto, and the other need
ed reforms that the people across the 
country so unitedly asked for. 

Today is a good day. Let us hope it 
marks the beginning of true reform in 
this Congress. 

GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
PEAQE IN THE MIDDLE EAST 

(Mr. TUCKER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, we are at 
a time when hope is low. People are 
looking for this Congress and this ad
ministration to come up with new 
ideas, and that is exactly why Vice 
President GORE has come up with his 
plan on reinventing government. 

There are even still people who be
lieve that if this is done it will be a 
miracle. Mr. Speaker, I hope that plan 
is accomplished. 

But speaking of miracles, Mr. Speak
er, there is another interesting issue 
that is on the horizon internationally, 
which if accomplished will be nothing 
short of miraculous, and that is peace 
in the Middle East. Within the next few 
hours we will be hearing from those 
persons intimately involved in the 
Middle East peace process, and we are 
just hoping that miracle finally comes 
to fruition. For so many years peace in 
the Middle East has been nothing but a 
foregone speculation, but hopefully 
within the next few hours we will see 
the ceremony conducted even here in 
Washington, DC that will codify an 
agreement between the Israeli an Pal
estinian states. 

Let us send those prayers up, Mr. 
Speaker, and hopefully we will see a 
miracle come to pass. 

LIFTING THE VEIL OF SECRECY 
(Ms. DUNN asked and was given per

mission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend her re
marks.) 

Ms. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I am told 
that the chairman of the powerful 
Rules Committee, Congressman MOAK
LEY, met this morning with my fresh
men classmates on the other side of the 
aisle, obviously, I was not invited, but 
we all know what probably happened. 

Chairman MOAKLEY probably prom
ised hearings on the Inhofe discharge 
resolution, beginning September 14 and 
asked Democratic freshmen to delay 
signing up until after those hearings 
are held. 

Guess what, Mr. Speaker? An arcane 
rule of the House makes it clear that if 
leadership could have delayed their 
own reformers until the 16th of Sep
tember * * * the Inhofe resolution 
would not have seen the light of day 
until October 11th-after the Congress 
was scheduled to adjourn. 

Mr. Speaker, this delay tactic has 
not worked. Now the floor debate on 
lifting the veil of secrecy can begin. 

The constituents of my district know 
about this issue and talked a lot about 
it during my town hall meetings. The 
news media all over America is watch
ing us today, and they have seen us 
succeed today in defeating the delay 
tactics. The 218th signature, as the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
INHOFE] told us, is on that petition 
No. 2. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the debate on lift
ing the veil of secrecy on the floor of 
the Congress will begin. 

PLEA FOR REPUBLICAN ASSIST
ANCE IN EFFORT TO REINVENT 
GOVERNMENT 
(Mr. BILBRAY asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Speaker, the Vice 
President brought forward his proposal 
for reinventing Government. A few 
weeks ago as we argued over the rec
onciliation bill and people were skep
tical as to whether this would be just 
another tax-and-spend proposal, many 
of us on the floor who supported the 
President stated it was only part of a 
package, a package that was first rec
onciliation, then reinventing Govern
ment, then more tax cuts, and eventu
ally the health containment provisions 
of the health care revitalization. 

This is only one part of the provision, 
and I ask my Republican colleagues to 
be a player in this new proposal. Do 
not sit back, as you did on the rec
onciliation bill and not be players, be
cause I think it is important that we 
come together and work together to 
get this deficit under control and get 
Government working effectively, and 
get this economy moving. 

If we do not have your support, we 
cannot do it effectively. So we ask as 
Democrats to have the support of our 
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Republican colleagues to get this Gov
ernment going again, to cut the costs 
of Government , and to see this Amer
ica revitalized and moving into the 21st 
century as the great power that it 
should be. 

STOP RESETTLING IRAQI ENEMY 
POWS IN THE UNITED ST A TES 

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, all 
across the United States, many Ameri
cans are angry. They cannot believe 
that our Government is spending tens 
of millions of dollars to resettle former 
enemy Iraqi prisoners of war in the 
United States. 

Estimates from the State Depart
ment indicate that anywhere from 4,000 
to 13,000 former enemy prisoners of war 
[EPOWJ from Iraq have been declared 
refugees and are eligible for resettle
ment in the United States at taxpayer 
expense- at a cost of approximately 
$7,000 per refugee. This includes AFDC, 
Medicaid, employment assistance serv
ices, Refugee Cash Assistance, Refugee 
Medical Assistance, and other pro
grams. 

At a time when taxes are rising, mil
lions are unemployed and benefits to 
programs for veterans and other de
serving Americans are being cut, this 
policy reflects a truly bizarre set of 
priori ties. 

Along with my colleague, Mr. 
MANZULLO of Illinois, who is to be com
mended for identifying the problem 
first, and 27 original cosponsors, I am 
introducing a resolution today express
ing the sense of the Congress that re
settlement of former enemy prisoners 
of war who took up arms against Amer
ican forces should be discontinued im
mediately. 

This resolution will not affect any 
refuge retroactively and only affects 
former enemy prisoners of war from 
Iraq, not legitimate refugees. I encour
age you to cosponsor this resolution to 
provide badly needed reform to our ref
ugee and immigration policies. 

CONGRESSIONAL ASSISTANCE 
NEEDED TO IMPLEMENT GORE 
PLAN 
(Ms. NORTON asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re
marks.) 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, Vice 
President GORE's national performance 
review will test the Congress as much 
as the administration. The President 
believes government has a role to play 
in a democratic society, and he has ac
cepted the burden of making it play 
that role well. 

Those who spend time on this floor 
voting against government's role have 

an even larger burden. If t hey cannot 
stop programs, help ensure that those 
that pass do not waste money on ineffi
ciencies. 

The Vice President, after all , is re
inventing government by borrowing 
heavily from what Republicans have 
praised the private sector for doing 
successfully for 15 years. This effort 
will work so long as the administration 
does not miss two vital points. 

No. 1, the missing ingredient in prior 
reports, worker involvement, is the 
sine qua non of reform in today's work
place. No. 2, we must avoid the IBM 
model now spreading across the work
place that raises productivity by dump
ing workers. 

So far, this administration seems to 
understand these axioms. 

LEVIN INTRODUCES RESOLUTION 
RECOGNIZING 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF UKRAINE FAMINE 
(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I am intro
ducing today a resolution that recog
nizes the 60th anniversary of the 
Ukrainian famine. 

Sixty years ago , millions of Ukrain
ians were starved to death because of a 
Soviet-engineered famine. 

Later this week that anniversary will 
be commemorated in newly independ
ent Ukraine. There will be a report 
from the Commission on the Ukrainian 
famine which was established in Con
gress in 1984, and two distinguished 
Michigan Ukrainian Americans, 
Bohdan Fedorak, and Borys 
Potapenko, will be there with others to 
present this report. 

D 1240 
The resolution that I am introducing 

expresses the sense of the Congress 
that the Commission's findings and 
conclusions should be presented to the 
Ukrainian Government so that we all 
remember what happened 60 years ago. 

I invite my colleagues in this House 
to join me in presenting this important 
resolution. 

WHY LIE ABOUT NAFTA? 
(Mr. DREIER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, in their 
new book on NAFTA, Pat Choate and 
Ross Perot have tried to scare people 
with distortion and deception. For ex
ample, they claim that earlier this 
year Congress secretly extended Presi
dent Clinton's " fast track" authority 
for NAFTA by sneaking it into the 
budget bill. 

Mr. Speaker, let us disregard the fact 
that every time they mention fast 

track they deceive people about the 
process. In their book they concocted a 
NAFTA-fast track battle that is pure 
fiction. 

Let us try facts-the House passed a 
separate fast-track extension bill , R.R. 
1876, on June 22 by a broad bipartisan 
vote of 295 to 126. The Sena te passed it 
on June 30. On July 2, the President 
signed it into law. There was no subter
fuge, there was a clear vote on a sepa
rate bill. The remarkable thing is that 
this fast track extension had nothing 
to do with NAFTA. It applied only to 
the Uruguay round of GATT negotia
tions. NAFTA is covered by the 1991 ex
tension, so no new legislation was 
needed. 

While his political friend may not 
follow legislation very closely, Pat 
Choate is a lifetime Washington in
sider. Why then lie about NAFTA or 
the GATT fast-track bill? 

RON MAZZOLI: AN IDEAL MEMBER 
OF CONGRESS 

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks. ) 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
several days ago Congressman RON 
MAZZOLI of Kentucky announced he 
would not seek reelection next year. 
This stands as a real loss to the House 
of Representatives. 

Members of Congress periodically re
ceive surveys asking them which Dem
ocrat or Republican in Congress they 
admire most. Whenever I receive such 
a questionnaire , I write in RON MAZ
ZOLI 's name as the Democrat I most re
spect. For 6 years I have served with 
RON MAZZOLI in Congress and also with 
him as a member of the Immigration 
Subcommittee, which he now chairs. 

What I have observed firsthand is 
that RON MAZZOLI has earned a de
served reputation for integrity, fair
ness, and hard work. His independence 
of thought, his high personal stand
ards, and his collegial treatment of 
others exemplifies, to me, an ideal 
Member of Congress. 

It has been more than a privilege-it 
has been an honor-to .serve with RON 
MAZZO LI. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MAZZOLI). The Chair would thank the 
gentleman very much. 

CONGRESS IS BACK: IT 'S TIME TO 
CUT SPENDING 

(Mr. EWING asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, the Presi
dent wants to reinvent government. 
That is a step in the right direction. 
But let us not let all of this talk about 
floor wax and paper clips muddle the 
message we really need to be sending 
to the taxpayers. 
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When this Congress last met, it en

acted the largest tax increase in the 
history of the world. Under that legis
lation, the taxes come today. The 
spending cuts come tomorrow. Maybe. 

The message we really need to be 
sending is this: We are going to cut 
spending. Not 3 or 4 or 5 years down the 
road. We are going to cut spending 
now. 

Mr. Speaker, I am glad that Presi
dent Clinton wants to trim the fat 
from the Federal Government. But the 
fact of the matter is that the newly en
acted Clinton ·budget will increase the 
Federal deficit by $1 trillion over the 
next 5 years if something is not done 
now. 

Let us get back to work. Let us cut 
spending now. 

REINVENTING GOVERNMENT WILL 
SA VE $108 BILLION 

(Mrs. LOWEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re
marks .) 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, yesterday 
the President and Vice President out
lined their plan for reinventing govern
ment. The changes they have proposed, 
taken together, can save the American 
taxpayers $108 billion over the next 5 
fiscal years. 

This House should join forces with 
the administration to move forward 
this initiative without delay. While 
there are controversial ideas in this 
package for sure, we should commit to 
move this package as a single reinvent
ing government act. Yes, changes will 
be made. This Congress has a respon
sibility to those we represent to care
fully and thoroughly evaluate the ini
tiatives which come before us. But we 
cannot afford to let these initiatives be 
buried in committees and subcommit
tees throughout the Congress. 

The American people want us to seize 
the moment and make the kinds of fun
damental changes that are long over
due. These recommendations present 
an important opportunity to make gov
ernment work for the Americafl people 
and to make a major contribution to 
deficit reduction. 

STOP RETROACTIVE TAXES 
(Mr. RAMSTAD asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks. ) 

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, we 
have all heard the axiom, " At least we 
are safe as long as the legislature isn 't 
in session. " 

But , it turns out the American peo
ple are never safe. With passage of the 
last tax bill, Congress rolled back the 
clock to a time it was not even in ses
sion, to raise taxes retroactively . For 
the first time in American history 
taxes were raised retroactive to a pre
vious administ ration. 

Mr. Speaker, today I am introducing 
a package of three bills to repeal the 
retroactive tax increases and ban this 
practice in the future. 

The first bill would simply repeal the 
retroactive State gift and income taxes 
in the last tax bill. The second would 
amend the House rules to establish a 
point of order against any future ef
forts to raise taxes retroactively. The 
third bill would permanently ban the 
practice by amending the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to pass all 
three measures if we are to undo the 
damage and prevent Congress from 
raising taxes retroactively ever again. 

I urge my colleagues to join me 
today as original cosponsors of these 
three bills to repeal retroactive taxes. 

THE HEALTH CARE TAX EQUITY 
ACT OF 1993 

(Mr. SMITH of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak
er, the U.S. Congress is faced with the 
difficult task of expanding health care 
reform without damaging economic 
growth. We should not require expen
sive mandates on small business own
ers. Any heal th care reform should pro
vide for competition, tort reform, re
duced bureaucracy, and tax law revi
sions that will ensure equitable treat
ment for all workers. 

Today, I am introducing health care 
reform legislation to tax more equally 
those persons who have coverage pro
vided by their employer and those who 
do not. 

Currently, people who receive health 
care benefits from the Government or 
their employer pay no taxes on those 
benefits. Meanwhile , persons without · 
benefits from the Government or an 
employer-such as the self-employed 
and the working poor-must pay taxes 
on the money they spend for heal th in
surance or health care. That is not 
right. 

This tax change legislation, with 
over a dozen cosponsors, allows people 
without employer-provided health ben
efits to deduct 100 percent of the first 
$1,800---or $2,400 for a joint return
spent on health insurance or health 
care. People who receive health care 
benefits worth less than $1,800---or 
$2,400---could deduct a smaller amount. 

Mr. Speaker, millions of Americans 
lack adequate health care. Yet we tax 
the heal th care benefits of many of the 
Americans who can least afford it. This 
legislation finally treats the self-em
ployed and the working poor like ev
eryone else. Support health care tax 
equity .. 

0 1250 
RESTORE MEALS TAX DEDUCTION 

(Mr. ZIMMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. ZIMMER. Mr. Speaker, today I 
will be introducing legislation to re
store the 80-percent Federal tax deduc
tion for business meals. 

An economic study has concluded 
that the reduction from 80 percent to 
50 percent included in President Clin
ton 's recently enacted tax package will 
cause a loss of 165,000 jobs nationwide 
and cost restaurants $3.8 billion annu
ally in lost sales. 

This is another tax on the Nation's 
middle class which cannot afford an
other hit. Fully 70 percent of business 
meals are purchased by people earning 
less than $50,000 a year. Thirty-nine 
percent are purchased by people earn
ing less than $35,000. 

These people are not conducting busi
ness over a three-martini luncheon or a 
gourmet dinner at La Cote Basque or 
Leon D'Or. The average business lunch 
costs less than $10 and the average 
business dinner costs less than $20. 
They take place at modest restaurants 
and delicatessens, like those that dot 
the highways of my own suburban New 
Jersey district. 

Once again, Congress has taken aim 
at the rich and has ended up nailing 
the middle class. 

NAFTA MEANS NEW JOBS FOR 
AMERICANS 

(Mr. KOLBE asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. KOLBE. Mr. Speaker, I think it 
is time to issue an advisory to the 
American public, specifically to U.S. 
workers. The words of Ross Perot, 
Ralph Nader, Jesse Jackson, Gerry 
Brown, and Pat Buchanan can be haz
ardous to your health. Do not inhale 
without risking your economic future 
and get some good filters for the misin
formation coming from the opposition 
to the NAFTA. 

The truth is simple: Mexico is a huge 
United States export market and 
N AFT A levels the playing field for 
United States exports and United 
States workers. If you listen closely, 
you will hear not the sucking sound of 
United States jobs moving down to 
Mexico, but a great sucking sound of 
United States exports going to Mexico. 

Mexicans spend more per person on 
United States goods than Europeans or 
the Japanese. In 1992, citizens in Mex
ico spent $450 per person on goods from 
this country, compared with $385 per 
person in Japan and $296 per person in 
Europe. 

Seventy cents of every dollar Mexico 
spends on foreign products is spent on 
United States made goods. United 
States exports to Mexico have doubled 
in 5 years to $40.6 billion, creating 
more than 700,000 United States jobs. 
NAFTA will create 200,000 more. 
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Americans should not be fooled by 

the fear mongering arguments of oppo
nents. Look beyond the simplistic ar
guments and get under the hood. Once 
there, you will find an agreement that 
makes new jobs for Americans. 

MAKING LAWS IN SECRET 
(Mr. ROYCE asked and was given per

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, for far too 
long important legislation has been 
bottled up in the committees of this 
House. The balanced budget amend
ment has been bottled up, the line item 
veto and other reforms which enjoy 
substantial popular support cannot 
even get a hearing because they are op
posed by the leadership. 

Fortunately, the rules of this House 
provide an important way for breaking 
such strangleholds, and that way is the 
discharge petition. Unfortunately, the 
discharge procedure has been cloaked 
in secrecy, with the petition sealed in a 
locked box and House Members forbid
den to disclose the names of the sign
ers. 

This " star chamber" arrangement, 
reminiscent of medieval times, has no 
place in a democracy, and today we 
will change that. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time to let the sun
shine in, to open the locked box and to 
let every Member clearly demonstrate 
his or her support or opposition to a 
bill. We do not hold secret votes in this 
body anymore, and that is good. 

So I urge my colleagues to sweep 
away this last vestige of secrecy, this 
last vestige of hyprocrisy, by signing 
discharge petition No. 2 and bring 
House Resolution 134 to the floor for a 
vote. End the secrecy rule. Turn on the 
lights, and bring our deliberations into 
the 20th century. 

IN OPPOSITION TO RESETTLE
MENT OF FORMER IRAQI POW'S 
IN THE UNITED ST A TES 
(Mr. MANZULLO asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

. Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Speaker, how 
can we even think of resettling former 
Iraqi POW's in this country when we 
have so many problems here at home? 
How can we provide all sorts of welfare 
benefits to ex-soldiers who took up 
arms against our troops when many of 
our own veterans are homeless? 

I encourage my colleagues to join the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. STEARNS) 
and me as coauthors, plus over 25 origi
nal bipartisan cosponsors of a common 
sense resolution to terminate the cur
rent policy of resettling ex-Iraqi sol
diers who took up arms against our 
own troops. 

For the past few weeks, I have tried 
in vain to get a straight answer from 

the State Department. I even sent a 
letter to the President with 75 Member 
signatures. But all I get is double-talk. 
One memo states that we will resettle 
13,000 ex-Iraqi soldiers. Another states 
it 's only 4,000. I don 't care if it 's one. 
Those who took up arms against our 
troops in Desert Storm should not re
ceive better benefits than our veterans. 
With a $280 billion deficit, I can think 
of no lower budgetary priority than 
spending up to $7 ,000 to resettle each 
and every former Iraqi soldier in the 
United States. 

Please cosponsor this pro-U.S. vet
eran bipartisan resolution to stop this 
misguided policy in its tracks. I also 
urge the Judiciary Committee to hold 
hearings on this issue. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MAZZOLI). The Chair would tell our 
friends in the gallery that you are wel
come to be here. but it is not permis
sible under the House rules to show 
pleasure or displeasure to anything 
said on the House floor. 

WHY AMERICANS CARE ABOUT 
RULES 

(Mr. GOSS asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, why should 
Americans-worried about their jobs, 
heal th care and balancing their fami
lies ' budgets-care about something as 
arcane as a discharge petition and the 
rules of this House? Why should people 
who want a balanced Federal budget 
pay attention? Why should those who 
want to cut wasteful government 
spending take notice? Why should sen
iors who want to work without heavy 
tax penalty or who are " notch babies" 
tune into this? 

Americans care because it is the very 
status quo rules of this House that al
lows business as usual leadership to 
bottle up remedies to these and other 
issues. 

Apologists for Congress are now say
ing that Members need secrecy to " pro
tect " them from the people. Well, that 
just does not pass the laugh test. 

It looks more like the old guard lead
ership needs secrecy to protect its own 
power. Instead of opposing this , the 
leadership should be congratulating 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
INHOFE] and the 217 other Members for 
letting the sunlight in. It has done 
wonders in Florida, the sunshine State, 
and I know it will here, too. 

IN SUPPORT OF DISCHARGE 
PETITION NO. 2 

(Mrs. FOWLER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend her re
marks.) 

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
thank the 218 of my colleagues who 
signed on, as of today, in support of 
discharge petition No. 2. As co-chair of 
the freshman class ' task force on re
form, I believe this issue is of core im
portance. 

The freshman class of 1993 is the larg
est freshman class in over four decades, 
and the reason for the large turnover is 
clear-the American people want 
change , and they want it now. The old 
way of doing business was not working, 
and we have a mandate from the voters 
to try and fix it. Making all discharge 
petitions public is a crucial step to
ward our goal of reform, and all 48 
freshman Republicans are solidly be
hind the effort to do so. 

The discharge petition is symbolic of 
the old back-room style of politics, 
when secrecy was the name of the 
game. Making the petition public is 
just the first step in opening the win
dows of that back room to let in some 
light and fresh air. 

I commend my friend Representative 
INHOFE for his strong leadership on this 
issue, and I commend my colleagues 
who chose openness and honesty over 
secrecy and silence. 

A COMMISSION FOR CUTTING 
FEDERAL BUREAUCRACY 

(Mr. HUNTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, President 
Clinton has recommended eliminating 
252,000 positions in the Federal bu
reaucracy. 

Well , Mr. President, Republicans, in 
poker parlance , want to call your hand 
and raise you. 

Let us lock in your 252,000 position 
cut with a commission similar to the 
Federal Base Closing Commission · that 
has been so successful in cutting de
fense bases around the country. The 
Commission should analyze the Fed
eral bureaucracy, identify 252,000 posi
tions for cutting, it should then submit 
by a time certain that list by President 
Clinton to Congress and give President 
Clinton and the Congress a single up or 
down vote. 

We have never been short on rec
ommendations for cutting the Federal 
bureaucracy, Mr. President. We have 
always been short on political will. So 
Republicans are calling your hand, Mr. 
President. Let us use the Base Closing 
Commission to cut the Federal bu
reaucracy, and if you are serious , Mr. 
President, you will initiate this action 
in a very short period of time. We are 
waiting for your response. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempo re (Mr. 
MAZZOLI). The Chair advises Members 
of the House that comments should be 
directed to the Chair and not to per
sons outside the Chamber. 

REINVENTING GOVERNMENT 
(Mr. CASTLE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, the re
inventing government report issued 
yesterday by Vice President GORE is a 
necessary first step to reorganizing 
how the Federal Government does busi
ness. 

While I look forward to thoroughly 
reviewing the specific proposals in the 
national performance review, I support 
efforts to streamline wasteful, redun
dant operations and make the Federal 
Government more efficient and cus
tomer friendly. 

During my first 9 months in office, I 
have witnessed Government bureauc
racy first hand. Particularly frustrat
ing is having to waste money and time 
jumping through Government hoops for 
everything from renting office space 
and purchasing simple office supplies 
to getting a chair repaired and a light 
bulb changed. 

But again, the report is just a start. 
The next step must be to implement 
much-needed reforms to overhaul the 
Federal Government's financial man
agement, personnel, purchasing, budg
eting, and information systems. 

There have been numerous other gov
ernment reorganization plans issued in 
previous administrations that have 
done no more than collect dust on 
some bureaucrat 's shelf. I sincerely 
hope this report does not befall a simi
lar fate. 

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID
ERATION OF H.R. 2401, NATIONAL 
DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994 
Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, by direc

tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 246 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

H. RES. 246 
Resolved , That at any time after the adop

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur
suant to clause l (b) of rule xxm, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
further consideration of the bill (R.R. 2401 ) 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
1994 for military activities of the Depart
ment of Defense, to prescribe mllltary per
sonnel strengths for fiscal year 1994, and for 
other purposes. After further general debate, 
which shall be confined to the blll and the 

amendments made in order by this resolu
tion and shall not exceed one hour equally 
divided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Armed Services, the bill shall be consid
ered for amendment under the five-minute 
rule. It shall be in order to consider as an 
original bill for the purpose of amendment 
under the five-minute rule the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute recommended 
by the Committee on Armed Services now 
printed in the bill. The committee amend
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute are waived. No amend
ment to the committee amendment in the 

. nature of a substitute shall be in order ex
cept those printed in the report of the Com
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu
tion or specified by a subsequent order of the 
House. Except as specified in section 2 of this 
resolution, the amendments printed in the 
report shall be considered in the order print
ed. Unless otherwise specified in the report, 
each amendment may be offered only by the 
named proponent or a designee, shall be con
sidered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an op
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, 
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi
sion of the question in the House or in the 
Committee of the Whole. All points of order 
against amendments printed in the report 
are waived. 

SEC. 2. The chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole may postpone until a time during 
further consideration in the Committee of 
the Whole a request for a recorded vote on 
any amendment made in order by this reso
lution. The chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole may reduce to not less than five 
minutes the time for voting by electronic de
vice on any postponed question that imme
diately follows another vote by electronic 
device without intervening business: Pro
vided, That the time for voting by electronic 
device on the first in any series of questions 
shall be not less than fifteen minutes. The 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
may recognize for consideration of amend
ments printed within a numbered part of the 
report of the Committee on Rules (other 
than part 1) out of the order in which they 
are printed, but not sooner than one hour 
after the chairman of the Committee on 
Armed Services or a designee announces 
from the floor a request to that effect. 

SEC. 3. (a) After designation of the commit
tee amendment in the nature of a substitute, 
an additional period of general debate shall 
be confined to funding levels for ballistic 
missile defense and shall not exceed forty 
minutes equally divided and controlled by 
the chairman and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Armed Services. It shall 
then be in order to consider the amendments 
printed in part 1 of the report of the Com
mittee on Rules. If more than one of the 
amendments printed in part 1 of the report is 
adopted, only the last to be adopted shall be 
considered as finally adopted and reported to 
the House. 

(b) After disposition of or postponement of 
further proceedings on the amendments 
printed in part 1 of the report, an additional 
period of general debate shall be confined to 
the Trident II (D-5) missile and shall not ex
ceed thirty minutes equally divided and con
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor
ity member of the Committee on Armed 
Services. It shall then be in order to consider 
the amendments printed in part 2 of the re
port. 

(c) After disposition of or postponement of 
further proceedings on the amendments 
printed in part 2 of the report, an additional 
period of general debate shall be confined to 
burdensharing and shall not exceed twenty 
minutes equally divided and controlled by 
the chairman and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Armed Services. It shall 
then be in order to consider the amendments 
printed in part 3 of the report. 

(d) After disposition of or postponement of 
further proceedings on the amendments 
printed in part 3 of the report, an additional 
period of general debate shall be confined to 
economic conversion and shall not exceed 
thirty minutes equally divided and con
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor
ity member of the Committee on Armed 
Services. It shall then be in order to consider 
the amendments printed in part 4 of the re
port. 

SEC. 4. After disposition of the amend
ments printed in part 4 of the report of the 
Committee on Rules and any other amend
ment on which further proceedings were ear
lier postponed, the Committee shall rise 
without motion. No further consideration of 
the bill shall be in order except pursuant to 
a subsequent order of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. FROST] is rec
ognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, for pur
poses of debate only, I yield the cus
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SOLOMON], pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

Mr. Speaker, as Members are aware, 
prior to the beginning of the August re
cess, the House considered and adopted 
a rule providing for the initial consid
eration of H.R. 2401, the National De
fense Authorization Act for fiscal year 
1994. The resolution provided for 2 
hours of general debate as a prelude to 
the consideration of amendments to 
this most important bill. 

Also prior to the August recess, the 
Committee on Rules reported House 
Resolution 246, the resolution now 
under consideration, which provides for 
the consideration of certain amend
ments to the bill reported by the Com
mittee on Armed Services. This rule 
structures the debate for several major 
issues by grouping amendments and 
limiting debate time on the general 
issue of national defense. The Commit
tee on Rules has recommended this 
procedure as a means to allow the 
House to fully debate and decide these 
major issues in a manner that will sub
sequently allow other matters related 
to our national defense to be consid
ered adequately. This procedure is 
similar to the manner in which the 
House has considered defense author
ization legislation for the last decade 
and the Cammi ttee on Rules believes 
this procedure squarely frames the is
sues and allows the House to express 
its will. 

In addition to the 2 hours of general 
debate provided under the first defense 
authorization rule, House Resolution 
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246 provides for 1 additional hour of 
general debate on R.R. 2401. As was the 
case with the first 2 hours, the time is 
to be equally divided and controlled by 
the chairman and minority member of 
the Committee on Armed Services. The 
rule provides that it shall then be in 
order to consider as an original bill for 
the purpose of amendment under the 5-
minute rule the amendment in the na
ture of a substitute recommended by 
the Committee on Armed Services 
which is now printed in the bill and 
that the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute shall be consid
ered as read. The rule also waives all 
points of order against the committee 
amendment in the nature of a sub
stitute. 

The rule provides that only those 
amendments printed in the report ac
companying this rule, or those speci
fied by a subsequent order of the 
House, shall be in order to the commit
tee amendment in the nature of a sub
stitute. 

The report accompanying House Res
olution 246 contains four parts; each 
part contains amendments addressing 
one of four major defense-related is
sues. Part 1 includes amendments re
lating to funding levels for ballistic 
missile defense and provides for 40 min
utes of general debate on the subject 
prior to the consideration of the 
amendments. Each amendment is ac
corded 10 minutes of debate and shall 
be considered under the king-of-the
hill procedure. Part 2 relates to the 
Trident II missile; the rule provides for 
30 minutes of general debate on this 
missile and 10 minutes of debate on 
each of the amendments made in order 
by the rule. Part 3 includes amend
ments relating to burdensharing. There 
will be 20 minutes of general debate on 
amendments relating to the subject of 
burdensharing and 10 minutes of debate 
on each of the four amendments made 
in order by House Resolution 246. Fi
nally, Part 4 includes amendments on 
economic conversion and allows 30 
minutes of general debate on the sub
ject and 10 minutes of debate on each 
of the three amendments made in order 
by the rule. 

Unless otherwise specified in the re
port, each of those amendments may be 
offered only by the named proponent or 
a designee. The rule further provides 
that the amendments shall be consid
ered as read, shall be debatable for the 
time specified in the report equally di
vided and controlled by the proponent 
and an opponent, shall not be subject 
to amendment, and shall not be subject 
to a demand for division of the ques
tion in the House or in the Committee 
of the Whole. The rule also waives all 
points of order against the amend
ments printed in the report. 

Section 2 of House Resolution 246 
provides the chairman of the Commit
tee of the Whole with the authority to 
postpone consideration of a request for 

a recorded vote on any of the amend
ments made in order in the rule and to 
reduce to 5 minutes the time for voting 
on amendments after the first 15-
minute vote in a series of ordered 
votes. The rule provides that the 
amendments shall be considered in the 
order printed, except that the chair
man of the Committee of the Whole is 
given authority, under a specific cir
cumstance, to bring up the amend
ments, except those relating to ballis
tic missile defense, out of the order 
that they are printed in the report. 
This authority is only granted if the 
chairman of the Armed Services Com
mittee or a designee makes a request 
from the floor at least 1 hour prior to 
the consideration of those amendments 
out of order. 

Finally, the rule provides that after 
the disposition of the amendments in 
part four of the report, those relating 
to economic conversion, and any other 
amendment on which further proceed
ings were earlier postponed pursuant to 
the authority granted in this rule, the 
Committee shall rise without motion. 
No further consideration of the bill 
shall be in order except pursuant to a 
subsequent order of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Rules 
anticipates that it will meet later 
today or tomorrow to consider another 
rule providing for the consideration of 
further amendments to R.R. 2401. It is 
the intention of the committee to draft 

·this rule in consultation with the Cam
mi ttee on Armed Services and in a 
fashion similar to the one before us 
today. Regardless of a Member's indi
vidual views on the amendments made 
in order in this rule, I recommend ap
proval of this means to consider those 
amendments. The Committee on Rules 
has framed the debate on these four 
major issues and has allowed, in the 
case of the subjects of ballistic and Tri
dent missiles, all amendments submit
ted to the committee to be considered 
by the House. The committee believes 
this is a fair rule and a fair way to con
sider these amendments and I urge 
adoption of the resolution. 

D 1310 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from 

Texas [Mr. FROST] has just indicated, 
we have before us today a second rule 
to provide for the further consideration 
of the Defense Authorization Act for 
fiscal year 1994. Later this week the 
Committee on Rules may be meeting to 
grant yet a third rule for the further 
consideration of amendments to this 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, if a third rule is granted 
this week, we can expect to finish con
sideration of this important bill early 
next week, since there will be no votes 
on the floor after Tuesday due to the 
Jewish religious observances. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this 
rule that is before us here today. I will 
seek a vote on this rule, and I will ask 
all Members to oppose it. I am opposed 
to this rule because it violates the bal
ance and sense of fair play that has 
governed the consideration of defense 
authorization bills over the last num
ber of years that I have been handling 
this rule. 

Indeed, Republican members of the 
Committee on Rules were led to believe 
that the rule for the defense bill this 
year would be similar to those of past 
years. Certainly it must be said that 
the chairman of the Committee on 
Armed Services, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. DELLUMS], whom I have 
the greatest respect for, and the rank
ing member, the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. SPENCE], who is probably 
one of the most respected Members of 
this entire House, came before us and 
requested a fair rule that would have 
provided for a proper balance of amend
ments. That is the way it should be. 

But the Committee on Rules, for rea
sons which have yet to be explained to 
me, the ranking Republican, defied the 
request of the Committee on Armed 
Services and opted to produce a rule in 
which the amendment process is 
stacked in favor of proposals offered by 
certain Democrat members. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule before us now 
does not allow for fair deliberation. It 
is blatantly partisan. It is a blatant 
partisan concoction. Indeed, if this rule 
had been conjured up in the office of a 
partisan Member, such as my good 
friend, the gentlewoman from Colorado 
[Mrs. SCHROEDER], sitting over there, I 
do not see how it could have turned out 
any differently. 

In three of the four issue areas cov
ered by this rule: ballistic missile de
fense, procurement of the Trident II 
(D-5) missile, and burden sharing, the 
amendment process is weighted down 
with Democrat amendments. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule is jerry-rigged, 
although it is not JERRY SOLOMON 
doing the rigging. This rule has been 
rigged by the Democrat leadership so 
as to affect the outcome of delibera
tions here on the floor even before they 
happen. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a meeting tak
ing place, a press conference, right 
now, over in 2168 Rayburn. Ross Perot 
and Members are talking about the se
crecy of the discharge petition. 

Mr. Speaker, it is all of this partisan 
. secrecy why this House is presently 
held in the lowest esteem it has ever 
been in the 200-year history of Con
gress. 

Mr. Speaker, national defense is not 
a partisan issue. Other than the Cam
mi ttee on Ethics, the Committee on 
Armed Services is the only standing 
committee of this House to have a non
partisan professional staff. The chair
man and ranking member of the Com
mittee on Armed Services are well-
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known and well-respected, as I said be
fore, for their sense of decency and 
their sense of fair play. But this rule 
does a gross injustice to the tradition 
under which defense bills have usually 
been considered by this House. 

Mr. Speaker, there are 83 more 
Democrats than Republicans in the 
House. That is an overwhelming major
ity. If the Democrat leadership, with 
that huge majority, cannot work its 
will on the floor of the House without 
jerry-rigging the rules, then there is 
something radically wrong with the 
Democrat leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the most impor
tant bill to come before this body this 
year or any other year. It deals with 
the present and future security of our 
Nation. It deserves fair and open de
bate. But to rig this rule in order to 
produce bogus results on a bill of this 
importance is not only detrimental to 
the security of the Nation, it is a slap 
in the face to all the rank-and-file 
Members of this House who bear the re
sponsibility of providing adequate 
funding for the defense of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to vote 
"no" on this rigged rule which pro
hibits this House from having a fair 
and meaningful debate on the impor
tant issues contained in this most im
portant legislation, the Defense au
thorization bill. Please vote "no". 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, for the pur
pose of debate only, I yield 3 minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. FRANK]. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I am not entirely happy with 
this rule because I think it unduly con
stricts the amount of debate. I will say 
with regard to burden sharing that the 
amendment that I am coauthoring 
with a Member from the other side of 
the aisle, the gentleman from Con
necticut [Mr. SHAYS], we have done 
this for the second year in the rule, and 
the gentlewoman from Colorado [Mrs. 
SCHROEDER] has joined us, but I am 
glad we will have this debate on burden 
sharing. I wish it would be a more radi
cal debate in terms of time. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a fundamental 
issue facing us, and I am sorry to say 
that this administration seems to me 
as resistant as its predecessor to let
ting America get the benefit of some of 
what has happened in the world. 

The question is simply this: Will we 
continue to allow the wealthy, strong, 
stable, and largely unthreatened na
tions of Western Europe continue to 
get a free ride on the American tax
payer? 

Mr. Speaker, I believe I know the 
most popular book in all of Europe. It 
is Tom Sawyer. Because our European 
friends and allies figured out a long 
time ago not only how to get America 
to paint their fence, but how to get us 
to pay for the privilege of doing so. 

Americans sent large numbers of 
troops when it was necessary, wise, and 
brave, to protect Europe from an inva
sion led by the Soviet Union joined by 
its allies in the Warsaw Pact. 

Mr. Speaker, there are dangers in the 
world. There are problems in the world. 
But that one has disappeared. There is 
no way that you are going to see a re
assembling of the Soviet Union and the 
nations of Eastern Europe with a mas
sive ground presence threatening West
ern Europe. That was the purpose do 
our stationing troops there. 

The European nations, our allies in 
the European Community, collectively 
have a larger population that the Unit
ed States. They have the wealth. But 
they continue to want the privilege of 
spending a small fraction of what we 
spend as a per capita amount on the 
military, because they know we will do 
it. 

The gentlewoman from Colorado 
[Mrs. SCHROEDER], who has been a pio
neer here, the gentleman from Con
necticut [Mr. SHAYS], and myself, will 
offer an amendment that will say to 
our European allies that if they believe 
there is a need for a continuing large 
presence of American troops, they 
should pay for it. If not, we are pre
pared to cooperate with them, but we 
are no longer prepared to perpetuate 
the notion that the United States tax
payer has to support that ongoing pres
ence in Europe. 

Mr. Speaker, we ask that part of the 
money saved go to conversion, and part 
go to deficit reduction. We have a na
tional demand that we reduce spend
ing. Reducing spending is often painful, 
though necessary, because it means re
ducing services that redound to the 
benefit of the people that pay for them. 
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Putting large troop presences on a 
permanent basis in Western Europe and 
spending billions and billions a year to 
subsidize the economies of West Ger
many and Belgium and Denmark and 
France and the other nations of West
ern Europe makes no sense. Do the 
Western European nations want us to 
stay there? Sure. They are not crazy. 
But if we acknowledge and acquiesce, 
we are. 

I hope that when the amendment 
process begins, Members will vote that 
savings. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, the pre
vious speaker has just said that there 
is no threat in Europe today. I just re
turned from Europe, I was in countries 
like Bulgaria and Albania and Russia 
and Greece and Macedonia. Let me tell 
Members, that is one unstable part of 
the world today. America had better be . 
standing ready for something that 
could break loose any day over there. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the very distinguished 
Republican ranking member of the 
Committee on Armed Services, the 

gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SPENCE]. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding time to me, 
I rise in opposition to House Resolu
tion 246. I had hoped to be in a position 
to support this rule, but the rec
ommendations reported by the Rules 
Committee make my support impos
sible. 

First, instead of making one Repub
lican and one Democrat amendment in 
order on the issue of ballistic missile 
defense [BMDJ, as I believe makes 
sense, this rule makes a second Demo
crat BMD amendment by Mrs. SCHROE
DER in order. Not only does this rep
resent piling on, in my view, but the 
position advocated by Mrs. SCHROEDER 
was explicitly addressed by the Armed 
Services Committee and was rejected 
with bipartisan support. Moreover, the 
Schroeder amendment printed in this 
rule has been modified since the Au
gust 2 Rules Committee filing deadline 
without any discussion, negotiation, or 
bipartisan consent. 

My second set of concerns has to do 
with the Rules Committee's decision to 
make the Abercrombie amendment on 
the. D-5 missile in order. While I sup
port the idea of the House debating the 
D-5, having the Abercrombie amend
ment follow the Dellums-Perry-Wool
sey amendment simply gives opponents 
of this program an unnecessary second 
bite at the apple. As with the Schroe
der BMD amendment, the Armed Serv
ices Committee rejected the position 
advocated by Mr. ABERCROMBIE on a 
strong bipartisan basis. 

My third set of concerns has to do 
with the so-called burdensharing 
amendments. First, making the 
Schroeder overseas base closures 
amendment in order as a 
burdensharing amendment is inappro
priate. It ought to compete for floor 
time with the many other base closing 
related amendments that were filed 
and are to be considered in a later rule 
and should not be arbitrarily recat
egorized and inserted into this second 
rule. 

Second, as was the case with the 
Schroeder BMD amendment, the 
Frank-Shays-Schroeder burdensharing 
amendment has also been modified 
since the amendment filing deadline 
without any discussion with the minor
ity. Deadlines and rules ought to apply 
to all Members on both sides of the 
aisle. 

Finally, my last set of concerns in
volve the conversion amendments. De
spite the recommendations of the 
Armed Services Committee, Mr. 
WELDON'S amendment was not made in 
order along with the other conversion 
amendments as it should have been. 
The rationale given by the Rules Com
mittee was that last-second concerns 
expressed in a letter from the Mer
chant Marine Committee made the 
Weldon amendment too hot to handle 
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in this second rule. My first counter is 
that the Merchant Marine letter used 
by the Rules Committee to justify 
elimination of the Weldon amendment 
from this second rule was dated a full 
3 days prior to the day this rule was re
ported-3 days notice does not strike 
me as a last second development. 

My sAcond counter is that if the Mer
chant Marine Committee's objections 
to the Weldon amendment were enough 
to have it eliminated from this rule 
why were the other burdensharing 
amendments made in order over the ob
jections of the Foreign Affairs Com
mittee as expressed in a August 4, 1993, 
letter from Chairman HAMILTON to the 
Rules Committee? 

This kind of inconsistent treatment 
of amendments compels me to oppose 
this rule. Despite this unfortunate de
velopment, I nevertheless look forward 
to working with Chairman DELLUMS 
and the Rules Committee on the third 
and hopefully final, rule governing de~ 
bate on H.R. 2401. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPENCE. I yield to the gen
tleman from New York. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I just 
want to say to the gentleman that he 
has pointed out the reason why we op
pose the rule. I have great respect for 
the chairman of the committee, the 
gentleman from California [Mr. DEL
LUMS] and for the ranking member, Mr. 
SPENCE. In years past those 2 gentle
men and their staffs and other mem
bers have sat down with the Committee 
on Rules on a bipartisan basis. And we 
have negotiated what is not an open 
rule. We did that in order to try to be 
able to handle this very, very intricate 
bill in a timely and responsible man
ner. 

But by throwing that approach out 
the window, this kind of cooperation, 
and now just saying that the Demo
crats can have whatever amendments 
they want and shut Republicans out, 
the Democrat leadership flies in the 
face of our cooperation with some kind 
of a restrictive rule. 

If we are going to have an open rule 
and let every Member have his or her 
amendments, then that is fine. Let us 
do it that way. But let us not bring a 
rule to this floor which deliberately af
fects the outcome of debate before a 
vote is even taken. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gentle
man's remarks. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPENCE. I yield to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I just want to say, the gen
tleman referred to the amendments as 
if they were all partisan. I appreciate 
his conceding to us sole ownership of 
burdensharing, but I am afraid I have 
to turn down the honor. 

Burdensharing is widely supported in 
a bipartisan way. In fact, the amend-

ment I offer this year, as last year, is 
coequally offered by a Member on the 
other side, the gentleman from Con
necticut [Mr. SHAYS]. 

So with regard to burdensharing, I 
have always tried to treat that as a 
very bipartisan issue. We did last year. 
It shows in the votes, and we do again 
this year. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
for yielding to me. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, for pur
poses of d~bate only, I yield 3 minutes 
to the gentlewoman from Tennessee 
[Mrs. LLOYD]. 

Mrs. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding time to me. 

Later today we will be considering a 
series of amendments addressing 
burdensharing. While we all share the 
goals of reducing U.S. presence over
seas to reflect the changing threats, I 
must caution against reducing our 
presence overseas too fast. 

Some argue that the need for the 
NATO Alliance has declined substan
tially now that the threat from the 
East has deteriorated. We should not 
subscribe to this theory. NATO re
mains every bit as important as it was 
in deterring Soviet aggression 15 years 
ago. It has served the security of inter
ests of the United States and its allies 
exceptionally well and given the unpre
dictability of future conflicts, the need 
for a strong NATO will continue. 

NATO is undergoing a metamor
phosis. It is adjusting its mission to 
the post-cold-war era while also consid
ering the admission of several new 
members including Poland, the Czech 
Republic, and Hungary. These changes 
should be nurtured and supported by 
continued U.S. participation. Make no 
mistake about it: Should U.S. partici
pation in the NATO alliance be per
ceived as waning, the effectiveness of 
that alliance in addressing future 
threats would be seriously crippled. A 
favored presence allows us to pursue 
our interests on a collective basis and 
not unilaterally. 

Some of the amendments being of
fered to the bill before us cast a shadow 
on the future direction of NATO and on 
continued U.S. involvement. We should 
indeed be reducing our presence over
seas, both in Europe and elsewhere and 
we are. We are moving rapidly toward 
a ceiling of 100,000 U.S. personnel in 
Europe as prescribed in last year's au
thorization bill. Pursuant to another 
provision of that same law, we are re
ducing our total overseas military 
presence by 40 percent. Spending to 
support U.S. Forces in all locations 
overseas will have decreased by 36 per
cent by 1994. Since January 1990, we 
have had a 50 percent reduction in 
overseas facilities and that number is 
growing. We are moving very quickly 
in the right direction. But we must 
caution our colleagues before they vote 
on politically appealing amendments 
that seek further reductions in U.S. 
presence overseas. 

Congressman SISISKY and I will be of
fering an amendment to H.R. 2401 
which will reduce the spending at over
seas installations by $580 million. Cou
pled with the reductions already con
tained in the legislation, the total cuts 
is about $3.3 billion. At the same time 
our amendment continues to insist 
that the administration and DOD nego
tiate burdensharing arrangements that 
further reduce the costs we pay to sup
port U.S. military bases overseas. But 
most important our amendment recog
nizes and respects the need for a con
tinued U.S. military role in Europe and 
Asia. Any future conflict that we find 
ourselves in will require the assistance 
and participation of our allies. Preserv
ing the necessary level of overseas 
military presence and alliances like 
NATO will ensure that support. 

Vote yes on the Lloyd-Sisisky 
amendment and reject all others. 
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Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 

minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. SAXTON], a distinguished 
member of the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding time to me. 

Let me just say that I also rise in op- · 
position to the rule, and certainly want 
to associate myself with the remarks 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SOLOMON] and the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE], the rank
ing member of the Committee on 
Armed Services and the Committee on 
Rules. 

Those of us on this side of the aisle 
are very realistic about our position as 
members of the minority. We know full 
well that it is our obligation and our 
responsibility to make our views 
known in as forceful a way as we pos
sibly can. We are also realistic to know 
that inasmuch as the Committee on 
Rules is dominated by the majority 
party, by a membership of nine Demo
crats to four Republicans , that it is 
very often that we do not find our
selves in a position of a rule that we 
think a lot of. That is certainly the 
case with this rule. I would just like to 
explain from one Member's point of 
view, my point of view, why that is. 

In so doing, I would just like to use 
one example of one thing this rule does 
which has been mentioned by both the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SOLO
MON] and the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. SPENCE], but in terms of 
a specific and in terms of a substantive 
issue that is very, very important to 
the national security of our country 
and to the na.tional security of our al
lies all around the world, including the 
Middle East, including Israel. 

This is the issue of what used to be 
called SDI, which today is called ballis
tic missile defense [BMDJ. This, for the 
current SDI, is funded at about $3.7 bil
lion. This rule provides for a number of 
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opportunities to do other things with 
funding, depending on what their posi
tion happens to be. The President, for 
example, says we need about $3.4 bil
lion this year. He has sent his budget 
over here, his request, in that amount. 
The committee disagreed with that. 
The committee said we needed about $3 
billion. That is the way this bill has 
come to the floor. 

Here on the floor there will be a num
ber of opportunities for people to vote 
for different levels of funding. For ex
ample, right off the bat the chairman 
of the committee, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. DELLUMS] will offer an 
amendment to cut that $3 billion in 
half. If the Members think this $3 bil
lion is too much money and that this is 
not an important issue for our country 
and for our allies, they have an oppor
tunity, and rightfully so, to vote for 
half as much. 

If, on the other hand, the Members 
agree with the President, they have an 
opportunity to vote for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
HEFLEY]. The amendment of the gen
tleman from Colorado adds about $440 
million, so those of us, and I will vote 
for the so-called Hefley amendment, 
who believe that that is the proper 
level of funding have an opportunity to 
vote for it. There are three options al
ready: The way the committee bill has 
come out at $3 billion; the Dellums 
amendment, the chairman's amend
ment, which will be $1.5 billion; and the 
amendment of the gentleman from Col
orado [Mr. HEFLEY], a Republican 
amendment, which returns it to the 
level of the President's request, $3.4 
billion. 

The rule does not stop there, how
ever. The rule does something that 
from there to me seems very unfair. We 
have had a high option, a middle op
tion, and a low option, and along comes 
one more amendment, the amendment 
by the gentlewoman from Colorado 
[Mrs. SCHROEDER], at $2.8 billion. Thus, 
the Democrats have had two bites of 
the apple already, one at $3 billion and 
one at $2.8 billion. The Republicans 
have had one bite. 

Obviously, we are going to overload 
this in favor of the majority party, and 
have one more attempt to cut it even 
further at $2.8 billion; inherently un
fair, not to the Republican Party, not 
on a political basis, but inherently un
fair to those people, those Americans, 
who have a concern over the ballistic 
missile defense system as proposed by 
the President, who belongs to the party 
of the other side. 

I ask in fairness for people, for all of 
us, to join together. Let us send this 
rule back to the committee. Let us get 
out a rule that would be fair to both 
parties and to the American people. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, for pur
poses of debate only, I yield 3 minutes 
to the gentlewoman from Colorado 
[Mrs. SCHROEDER]. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Texas for 
yielding time to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to take the 
floor to say that I do not have one
tenth of the power that is being attrib
uted to me. As I count this rule, it 
looks like we have five Republican 
amendments and eight Democratic 
amendments. I want to really talk a 
bit about the one that I have heard 
lambasted from several Members over 
there. That deals with the ballistic 
missile defense area. 

Mr. Speaker, as everybody knows, we 
had a new administration take over 
this year. At the beginning of this year 
they basically sent over the prior ad
ministration's numbers as we were 
waiting for Secretary Aspin to do his 
bottom-up review. As he was doing his, 
we on the committee asked our staff to 
do our bottom-up review. Now we have 
even double wisdom, because Les As
pin's bottom-up review has since come 
out, since we acted on this bill. 

That is basically what my number is. 
My number on the ballistic missile de
fense was what our subcommittee re
ported to the full committee. It almost 
passed. It was voted down by 16 to 15. If 
the Members take the Aspin bottom-up 
review on the BMD and ramp it back to 
1994, we would have actually $100 mil
lion less than is my amendment, so I 
came out really $100 million over. We 
were trying to guess and we were try
ing to stay in synchronicity with what 
they were doing. I think it is the one 
that comes out most on point. 

That is why it was really being of
fered. It was originally a subcommittee 
proposal, and it seems to track most 
with where the bottom-up review is. I 
understand that it is late and all of 
that is happening, but part of that is 
because there are new people on board 
and everybody is trying to rethink this 
changed situation. 

I also think when we talk about the 
burden-sharing, we all know that our 
allies are much richer because of the 
Marshall plan and all the things that 
we did. We maintained troops there 
when our national interest would have 
been threatened if we were overrun and 
they were overrun by the Soviet Union. 
Now what we are seeing is that there is 
still lots of flexibility. We can still 
stay there if they want to pay more 
monies, but our allies in Asia are doing 
a much better job of paying their fair 
share than our allies in Europe. 

When we push our allies in Europe as 
to why they want us there, they want 
us there to babysit themselves. If they 
have not worked out their agreements 
after hundreds of years, I am really 
sorry, but I am not sure how much the 
American taxpayer wants us to sit 
there and be the referee in all their 
nice little ethnic complaints that they 
have. If they want us to do that, then 
they ought to pay for it. People ought 
to pick ~P those costs, because they 

certainly are able to now. That is what 
we are really talking about as we look 
at this terrific budget deficit and how 
we can be smarter and what we are 
doing. 

We now have a whole new added as
pect of the bottom-up review being 
done. I think we have a very tight bill 
and we know that we are under terrific 
time constraints. I think this is a very 
good rule, and I encourage people to 
vote for it. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Ari
zona [Mr. KYL], one of the most distin
guished members of the Committee on 
Armed Services on our side of the aisle. 

0 1340 
Mr. KYL. Mr. Speaker, I would like 

to respond to the comments of the gen
tlewoman from Colorado, who has it all 
wrong. As a matter of fact, the bottom
up review just performed by this ad
ministration supports the funding level 
of the Hefley amendment of about $3.5 
billion, not the committee level or that 
suggested by the gentlewoman from 
Colorado. 

Let me quote from the letter dated 
September 7 from the Office of the 
Under Secretary of Defense, John 
Deutch, to the chairman of the com
mittee, RON DELLUMS: 

When you take the fiscal year 1994 defense 
authorization bill to the House floor, I real
ize you will be under strong pressure to re
duce funding for the Nation's Ballistic Mis
sile Defense (BMD) program. I urge you to 
support the funding level approved by the 
Senate Armed Services Committee and to 
fight attempts to further cut this important 
program's budget. 

Quoting further: 
As you are aware, the Department of De

fense has completed the bottom-up review 
and refocused the BMD program. The revised 
funding profile through the Future Year De
fense Plan is $18 billion-averaging about 
$3.6 billion a year. the Senate Armed Serv
ices Committee approved $3.2 billion, plus 
$250 million for the Brilliant Eyes program, 
which totals about $3.5 billion for the missile 
defense effort. The Department supports the 
Senate position and encourages the House of 
Representatives to adopt the same funding 
level. 

Mr. Speaker, that is the funding level 
that will be offered by the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. HEFLEY]. 

If I could just continue to quote fur
ther from Mr. Deutch's letter: 

Now that the Department has made the 
difficult choices with regard to missile de
fenses, I am certain you will appreciate the 
importance of continuing the program on the 
right course. I urge you and your colleagues 
to adopt the Senate Armed Services Com
mittee 's position. 

Reading further: 
Budget cuts below the Senate Armed Serv

ices Committee level and program fences 
this year will endanger our ability to deliver 
our new plan. 

The reason that we should oppose 
this rule, Mr. Speaker, is because, un
like past years, this year's rule skews 
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the result. The reason this rule skews 
the result is that unlike past rules 
which have permitted accommodation 
and negotiation between the two sides, 
and usually developed a position which 
recognizes the preeminence of the com
mittee mark or the committee posi
tion, under this rule the chairman of 
the committee is permitted an amend
ment to reduce the level of funding to 
$1.5 billion. The gentleman from Colo
rado [Mr. HEFLEY] is then allowed to 
propose his amendment to add $467 mil
lion, or to essentially get to the posi
tion that Mr. Deutch, the administra
tion's spokesman, is supporting. But 
then, under the unique procedure of the 
king of the Hill, the gentlewoman from 
Colorado is permitted to offer an 
amendment to reduce the amount of 
ballistic missile defense funding to $2.8 
billion. 

What is the significance of this, Mr. 
Speaker? That was the gentlewoman 's 
subcommittee mark which was over
ridden by the full Armed Services Com
mittee when it went to just about $3 
billion. So what we have here is the 
usual procedure which permitted a 
bracketing in effect, a lower amend
ment which in the past has been of
fered by Mr. FRANK or Mr. DELLUMS 
usually, a higher amendment which I 
have offered in the past and Mr. 
HEFLEY is offering this time, with the 
full committee position being in the 
middle. Not so this year. Under this 
rule the gentlewoman from Colorado 
has the last word, and if her amend
ment passes, it does not matter what 
was passed before . We would be reduc
ing the funding level to $2.8 billion, or 
in other words, about $700 million 
below what the administration is rec
ommending after its bottoms-up re
view, according to the letter from Mr. 
Deutch. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KYL. I am happy to yield to the 
gentlewoman from Colorado. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, first 
of all I thought that the Rules Com
mittee should have had queen of the 
Hill, because I thought it was a little 
slanted by saying king of the Hill. I 
thought maybe that was shutting me 
out. 

Mr. KYL. The gentlewoman and I 
certainly agree on that nomenclature. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Second, I did 
want to say to the gentleman I think 
the bottom-up review, we both have to 
be perfectly honest , that bottom-up re
view does not talk about 1994 numbers. 
It talks about 1995 and beyond. 

Mr. KYL. If I can reclaim my time, 
what Mr. Deutch, the administration 
spokesman is saying in this letter to 
the chairman of the committee is, that 
based upon the bottom-up review we 
should adopt the Senate number, which 
is the Hefley amendment, which is $3.5 
billion. What Mr. Deutch said is now 
that the Department has made this dif-

ficult choice, and as you are aware, 
now that we have now completed the 
bottom-up review, that the Depart
ment supports the Senate position and 
encourages the House of Representa
tives to adopt the same funding level. 

To be honest, what we have here is a 
consistency between what the adminis
tration first proposed and what it con
tinues to propose as a result of the con
firmation coming from the bottoms-up 
review. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr: Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KYL. I am happy to yield to the 
gentlewoman from Colorado. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. If the gentleman 
will look at this , what we know is that 
Dr. Deutch's boss, Secretary Aspin, has 
announced that the Ballistic Missile 
Defense Program would total $16 bil
lion. That is what his numbers are for 
the period of fiscal year 1995 to 1999. 
And what we did was take that and 
ramp it back to 1994, because he did not 
project that. 

Mr. KYL. Reclaiming my time, I un
derstand what the gentlewoman from 
Colorado did. But that is inconsistent 
with the administration's position this 
week, which says stick with the Senate 
number, stick with $3.5 billion. That is 
what, based upon the bottoms-up re
view, we think this program should be 
funded at . 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, for pur
poses of debate only, I yield 4 minutes 
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
SISISKY]. 

Mr. SISISKY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to read to 
my colleagues a letter just received 
from the Clinton administration re
garding the burden-sharing amend
ments which we are about to consider. 
The letter is signed by Secretary of De
fense Les Aspin and Secretary of State 
Warren Christopher. 

The letter states: 
SEPTEMBER 7, 1993. 

Hon. NORMAN SISISKY, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Oversight and In

vestigations, House Armed Services Commit
tee, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: When the Defense Au
thorization bills reach the Door, amend
ments will be considered requiring increased 
allied burdensharing, which would jeopardize 
our country's ability to sustain its strategic 
interests abroad. 

These proposed amendments would gen
erally reduce force structures, require higher 
percentages of allied contributions, or re
duce anticipated Operations and Mainte
nance budgets. 

It is our assessment, after substantial, 
very directed and detailed discussions with 
the Europeans that our burdensharing nego
tiations with major European allies will not 
conceivably yield the contributions called 
for by these proposals. As a result, if enacted 
into law, these amendments would force the 
withdrawal of U.S. troops from Europe, and 
with them would go our leadership position 
in European affairs, and our ability to pro
mote and protect our vital national interests 
there. 

The President has re-affirmed the United 
States commitments to NATO, Japan and 
Korea to maintain our forward military pres
ence. The President made these commit
ments largely because they represent our 
own vital strategic interests. The post Cold 
War period has brought new dangers and in
stability that threaten our fundamental in
terests. 

Our allied security arrangements with the 
U.S. forward-deployed presence are the un
derpinning of our larger vital interests in the 
world. They contribute immeasurably to 
world peace; the expansion of democracy and 
human rights; access to open markets and 
economic growth opportunities; long-term 
stability; and democratic consolidation 
across the region, especially in Eastern Eu
rope , Russia and the newly-independent 
states of the former Soviet Union. 

We share the Congress ' concern about equi
table burdensharing, and this remains a pri
mary Administration policy. However, the 
proposed amendments run contrary to U.S. 
interests and would portend disastrous con
sequences, certainly a diminution of Amer
ican prestige and leadership, U.S. European 
presence, and regional and world influence. 
What the United States has achieved in Eu
rope over the past half century would be in 
jeopardy. 

We will continue to negotiate vigorously 
arrangements with our allies that seek to be 
more beneficial to the United States. The 
Administration pledges to do its utmost to 
achieve the lowest possible stationing costs 
through determined negotiations with our 
allies, in return for a reasonable level of 
funding for an adequate forward-deployed 
force that is ready and capable of carrying 
out U.S. and collective missions. 

But more importantly, the Clinton Admin
istration intends to undertake with our 
NATO allies a wide-ranging review of our 
mutual commitments to trans-Atlantic and 
European regional security through an en
larged concept of security responsibility 
sharing. The objective is to take us beyond 
the old, sterile approaches of the Cold War, 
and seek new understandings with our allies 
in the areas of defense planning; resource 
management; cost sharing and policy man
agement, including sharing new roles and 
missions involving the emerging democ
racies of central and eastern Europe, peace
keeping, conflict prevention, and humani
tarian relief, among others. 

NATO remains the key to stability in Eu
rope. U.S. leadership is vital to the Alli
ance's future, and we can continue to lead 
only as long as we maintain the readiness of 
our forward-deployed forces . We will keep 
you and the other members of Congress fully 
apprised on our progress in achieving the 
goals and objectives of our new strategy. We 
need Congress as a partner in this endeavor. 

WARREN CHRISTOPHER, 
Secretary of State. 

LES ASPIN, 
Secretary of Def ense. 

0 1350 
Mr. Speaker, we need Congress as a 

partner in this endeavor. I believe that 
Congress should provide the adminis
tration with the partnership requested 
by the Secretaries of Defense and State 
by supporting the Armed Services 
Committee positions on these burden
sharing amendments. Vote " yes" on 
the Lloyd/Sisisky amendment; vote 
" no" on the other ones. 

Mr. SOLOMON. MF. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the outstanding ranking 
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member on the Cammi ttee on Foreign 
Affairs, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. GILMAN], whom we respect great
ly. 

Mr. GILMAN. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. Mr. Speaker, I am con
cerned about this rule and I am urging 
the Rules Committee in its further de
liberations to consider the issue of fur
ther deployment of United States 
troops in Somalia which is fraught 
with implications for the future de
ployment and use of United States 
military forces in any multilateral set
ting. Without question, the distressing 
reports of hostilities in Somalia are 
bearing out the concerns I expressed 
earlier this year that the United States 
was heading blindly into a quagmire by 
becoming an occupying force in Soma
lia. 

Since our operations in Somalia 
began, United States casualties to date 
have been 11 killed and 51 wounded, and 
without any final solution in sight. 

That is why I hope the Rules Com
mittee, in its further deliberations on 
this national defense authorization will 
make in order my amendment to the 
Defense authorization bill to cut off 
funding for United States military op
erations in Somalia. 

My Somalia cutoff proposal would 
take effect on December 31 unless the 
President certifies that continued 
United States military presence there 
is vital to our national security-or 
necessary to evacuate relief workers, 
U.N. personnel, or other peacekeeping 
forces from imminent danger. 

Mr. Speaker, U.S. military forces 
have fulfilled their humanitarian goal 
and they are now being placed in a no
win situation. I believe the time has 
come for Congress to take a strong 
stand to resolve this intolerable situa
tion. It is hoped that the Rules Com
mittee will permit the House to begin 
this process by making my amendment 
in order and I invite support by my col
leagues. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILMAN. I yield to the gen
tleman from New York. 

Mr. SOLOMON. I thank the gen
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, let me just say to the 
gentleman from New York that I share 
his view completely on this issue. 

As the gentleman knows, the Com
mittee on Rules will probably be meet
ing later this afternoon or tomorrow, 
and certainly this House is entitled to 
vote on the issue raised by the amend
ment of the gentleman from New York. 
We will do everything we can to make 
it in order. · 

Mr. GILMAN. I thank the gentleman 
for his encouraging report. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, for pur
poses of debate only, I yield 3 minutes 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BRYANT). 

Mr. BRYANT. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding this time to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to observe that 
the voices that we have just heard 
raised against the effort to try to ask 
our allies to begin to pay the cost of 
their own defense are an echo of the 
past. I think they are not cognizant of 
the enormous difficulty that we in 
America are facing with regard to pay
ing our bills. 

Mrs. LLOYD, Mr. SISISKY, and through 
Mr. SISISKY, the Secretary of State 
have once again for the 11th time in 
my 11 years in this Congress come for
ward and told us that somehow the 
American people, almost 50 years after 
World War II, are obligated to continue 
paying the costs of defending Europe 
and Japan. 

We still spend over $150 billion a 
year, some say as much as $182 billion 
a year , maintaining a defense posture 
aimed at being able to defend them; 
not to defend the territorial integrity 
of the United States but to defend Eu
rope and Japan. 

During the cold war, perhaps the ar
gument could be made that we need to 
continue doing that. But certainly 
today at the very least we can ask 
them to pay the full cost of their own 
defense. 

These are not war-torn, war-tattered 
economies; they are tough, shrewd, 
international competitors. They have 
strong economies which give them the 
capability to pay for their own defense 
and to pick up a larger share of the 
cost of defending the free world. 

While we have been subsidizing the 
defense of Europe and Japan, they have 
been educating their children in a far 
more comprehensive way than we have. 
They have been providing health care 
to their people in a way that we have 
not yet been able to do. They have been 
able to maintain a crime rate 10 per
cent of the crime rate in the United 
States. 

Yet, 50 years since World War II, 
voices still stand on the floor of this 
House and say to us that the American 
people ought to continue borrowing
and that is what we are doing-borrow
ing billions of dollars every year to pay 
for the defense of countries that are 
wealthier than we are , of countries 
that are paying their bills better than 
we are; countries that are educating 
their citizens, protecting their citizens 
from crime and providing heal th care 
for their citizens better than we are. 

I think it is time for us to tell the 
Europeans and the Japanese that if you 
want our troops in your country, we 
are willing to continue working with 
you but it is time for you to begin to 
pay the costs of your own defense. 

I urge the Members to vote for the 
burdensharing amendments which have 
been offered. I have offered one in par
ticular which would provide that the 
President must enter into negotiations 
to reach an agreement for these other 
countries to pay 100 percent of our 
costs related to the presence of our per
sonnel assigned to their countries. 

It would be phased in over a 3-year 
period beginning October 1, 1993, and 
ending September 30, 1996. 

If agreements are not made in this 
respect, then the President will order 
the withdrawal of all our troops. That 
would be phased in between now and 
the year 2000. 

Members of the House, surely it is 
not unreasonable for us to provide that 
by the year 2000 this enormous and ex
pensive burden ought to come to an 
end and we ought to begin to take our 
resources and plow them back into the 
future of our country. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, for the pur
poses of debate only. I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
HAYES]. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, ordinarily 
I do not speak on rules, for two very 
good reasons. First of all, it causes ap
prehension on the part of the gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. FROST] who 
handles them. Second, they are usually 
boring. 

But today we had an exception, as I 
listened across the aisle. They talked 
about the gentlewoman from Colorado, 
saying that this rule could not be more 
onerous and more unfair had she draft
ed it herself. 

Well, as an admirer and fan of the 
gentlewoman from Colorado and some
one who is aware of her abilities and 
talents, I assure you, given the oppor
tunity, she can write a much more bla
tantly unfair and dramatically onerous 
rule. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, let me 
yield 3 minutes to the very distin
guished member of the Committee on 
Armed Services and an outstanding 
Member, the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. HUNTER]. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding this time to me, and I 
thank my colleague for the glorious in
troduction. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a bad rule be
cause it weighs this debate toward the 
politics of weakness. It disregards the 
fact that we won the cold war because 
this body was allowed to make choices 
for strength. We were allowed to boost 
the SDI spending that we did to back 
the Soviet Union off their missile 
buildup plan; we were allowed to move 
forward with the M-1 tank; we were al
lowed to move forward with the B-1 
bomber. 

This body was allowed to make 
choices to try to achieve peace through 
strength. Those choices are being de
nied especially with respect to the 
strategic defense initiative portion of 
this particular bill. 

Now the director of the CIA just the 
other day pointed out all the nations 
that are acquiring missile capability, 
the ability to deliver missiles into ei
ther our forces around the world or ul
timately against the American people 
themselves. 

Libya, Egypt, Iraq, South Africa, 
Saudi Ar abia, Syria, Pakistan, Iran, 
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India, North Korea, and China. And we 
asked the question when that was 
pointed out by our intelligence people, 
we said, "Are they building missiles?" 
The answer is, "Yes." We said, "Do 
some of them have the intent to deliver 
them into our population centers?" 
"Yes." We asked the question, "Can we 
presently stop them? Do we have an 
SDI that will presently stop them?" 
And the answer is, "No." 

D 1400 
So now the Democrat leadership 

moves us to the totally illogical posi
tion that because we are so vulnerable 
and the world is so dangerous, we are 
going to cut the strategic defense ini
tiative. We are not going to achieve the 
ability to defend ourselves against in
coming missiles. 

This is the policy of weakness. It is 
the politics of weakness that happily 
was rejected by the Reagan and Bush 
administrations. This administration 
should stand up right now and tell us 
very strongly to reject what the Rules 
Committee has put in place. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUNTER. I am happy to yield to 
the gentlewoman from Colorado. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman does have the ability to 
vote for the Hefley amendment, if the 
gentleman feels that way. 

Mr. HUNTER. Well, I think that the 
Hefley amendment should be the cen
terpiece and should be the center of 
this debate, but the Rules Committee 
now has placed the debate by allowing 
the amendment of the gentlewoman 
from Colorado and has placed the de
bate in such a position that the mo
mentum clearly is in favor of substan
tially cutting the strategic defense ini
tiative below what the committee 
wanted. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. How much more 
would the gentleman add above the 
Hefley amendment? 

Mr. HUNTER. If the gentlewoman 
wants to ask this gentleman, person
ally I think we should be at this point 
desperately pursuing the strategic de
fense initiative, the ability to defend 
ourselves against incoming ballistic 
missiles. I think this should be a 
project with all of the energy and the 
verve that we used in the Manhattan 
Project. I personally would have a 
project that would be several billion 
dollars above this level. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MAZZOLI). The time of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HUNTER] has ex
pired. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
additional minute to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUNTER. I yield to the gen
tleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, the gen
tleman mentioned the Hefley amend-

ment just a minute ago. I believe the 
level of funding provided by the Hefley 
amendment is just about identical to 
the level of funding proposed by Presi
dent Clinton. Is that not correct? 

Mr. HUNTER. Actually, the level of 
funding by the gentleman from Colo
rado [Mr. HEFLEY] has been very close 
to what President Clinton is proposing 
right now. I think that is manifest in 
the reports that the gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. KYL] read into the 
RECORD; however, the Clinton adminis
tration actually proposed a higher 
level initially. 

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield further, so there 
are amendments to be offered today 
from the other side of the aisle con
trary to what we Republicans are find
ing ourselves in concert with President 
Clinton that would reduce the level of 
funding for the SDI far below that this 
administration has requested. 

Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman is abso
lutely right. This debate has been 
couched or developed by the Rules 
Committee so that the center of this 
debate on SDI, which should be the 
Hefley amendment, has now been 
moved, the momentum has now been 
moved in favor of the Schroeder 
amendment, which will have all the 
momentum as the debate unfolds. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, for pur
poses of debate only, I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentlewoman from Colorado 
[Mrs. SCHROEDER]. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding this 
additional time. 

I just wanted to point out one more 
time that the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. HEFLEY] is a good friend of mine, 
but he rarely carries the position of the 
Clinton administration on the floor. He 
is not on the floor, and he might be 
surprised to find out that he is carry
ing that water according to his col
leagues over there. 

I think we all know what the history 
of this was. We have said it over and 
over again, that when this new admin
istration took hold, they sent over the 
then Bush proposals because they obvi
ously had not had time to redo the 
whole budget, but it was subject to the 
bottoms up review. 

I think what the gentleman from Ari
zona and myself were saying is that he 
is viewing it differently but in all hon
esty, the bottoms up review deals with 
1995 to 1998. 

What we are saying is that if you 
look at what the administration is · 
talking about spending in funding and 
then you ramp it back, you ought to 
give them flexibility, but you ought to 
make sure that we do not continue 
doing research and development on a 
whole range of things that they clearly 
are not going to go forward with and 
that have a lot of risk. 

I think the gentleman knows we have 
also had all this testimony about how 

they enhanced some of the tests. They 
phonied up some of the tests in the 
past. They have done all sorts of things 
in this whole area, and we are trying to 
clean it up. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. I am happy to 
yield to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding to me. 

I think that the threat of missiles 
which our Intelligence Agency tells us 
is coming, that we cannot defend 
against, is so great that we should 
move forward with a lot of energy, 
even if it means pursuing a broad array 
of technologies. Let us not penny pinch 
this program. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, let 
me reclaim my time and say that I 
think $3 billion is a lot of money. That 
is what we are talking about. We are 
talking about $2.8 billion. That is an 
awful lot of money where I come from, 
maybe not in California, but you could 
buy a lot with that. 

I think the administration is plan
ning to spend it very smartly, and 
hopefully we will get to where we are 
trying to go. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is not going to be 
much solace to our troops if they re
ceive incoming ballistic missiles or 
theater missiles. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. The first thing on 
the administration's plan is theater 
missile defense. It is No. 1 and it is No. 
1 in the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. In 1997. 
Mrs. SCHROEDER. In 1994. 
Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, there 

used to be a Speaker of this House 
named Tip O'Neill. He was one of the 
finest Irish gentleman that I ever 
knew. He was also one of the most par
tisan Speakers that ever served in that 
chair, but he was the fairest Speaker 
ever to serve in that chair. 

You know, the word "cute" used to 
be reserved for those of us who like to 
describe our children or our grand
children. Now it seems that " cute" 
means the kind of jerry-rigged rules 
that are brought to the floor. 

This is a cute rule, Mr. Speaker, but 
do you know what? It is going to back
fire on the majority because of the way 
it is written, the way these amend
ments are going to be offered. The out
come is already predetermined. We 
know what that result is going to be; 
but what you do not know is that we 
Republicans are not going to vote for 
the final result. 

Now, what does that mean? It means 
that by being cute, by bringing out this 
cute rule, the liberals are going to have 
to produce the votes to pass this na
tional defense bill. 

How do you like that? I do not think 
liberals are going to like it at all. That 
is why they ought to vote down this 
rule. We ought to go back upstairs and 
do what we have done for the last 6 



20250 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE September 8, 1993 
years, and that is produce a fair rule. 
You can have your bite of the apple, we 
can have our bite of the apple , the 
House works its will and we all cooper
ate. 

There is gridlock on your side of the 
aisle. 

Vote no on this rule. 
Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, in closing, 

I think everyone knows that this bill 
each year, defense authorization is one 
of the most complicated pieces of legis
lation that we deal with. 

The Rules Committee has striven to 
present a fair rule that permits both 
Republican and Democratic amend
ments to be made in order point by 
point. 

I would only point out to my friend, 
the gentleman from New York, that on 
the subject of ballistic missile defense 
and Trident D- 5 missiles, that no other 
Republican amendments were submit
ted to the committee, other than the 
ones that were made in order. 

I know they have some objection to 
the order in which they were made in 
order, but the Rules Committee made 
those Republican amendments in order 
that were submitted. 

On the subject of economic conver
sion, two of the three amendments that 
are made in order are Republican 
amendments, so that we feel this bill is 
a fair one. It attempts to deal with a 
very complicated subject in an orderly 
way, and I urge adoption of the rule. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res
olution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab
sent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic de
vice, and there were-yeas 246, nays 
172, not voting 15, as follows: 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Andrews (ME) 
Andrews (TX> 
Applegate 
Bacchus (FL) 
Baesler 
Barca 
Barcia 
Barlow 
Barrett (WI) 
Becerra 
Be!lenson 
Berman 

[Roll No. 411] 
YEAS-246 

Bevill 
Bil bray 
Bishop 
Blackwell 
Bonlor 
Borski 
Boucher 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Browder 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Bryant 
Byrne 

Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carr 
Chapman 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coleman 
Collins (IL) 
Collins (Ml) 
Condit 
Cooper 
Coppersmith 

Costello 
Coyne 
Cramer 
Danner 
Darden 
de la Garza 
Deal 
De Fazio 
De Lauro 
Dellums 
Derrick 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Dooley 
Durbin 
Edwards (CA) 
Edwards (TX) 
Engel 
English (AZ) 
English (OK) 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Farr 
Fazio 
Fields (LA) 
Fllner 
Fingerhut 
Flake 
Foglletta 
Ford (Ml) 
Ford (TN) 
Frank (MA) 
Frost 
Furse 
Gejdenson 
Gephardt 
Geren 
Glickman 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green 
Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Hall(TX) 
Hamburg 
Hamllton 
Harman 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Hefner 
Htlllard 
Hinchey 
Hoagland 
Hochbrueckner 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Hutto 
Inslee 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson <SD) 
Johnson. E.B. 
Johnston 
Kanjorskl 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 

Allard 
Andrews (NJ) 
Archer 
Armey 
Bachus (AL) 
Baker (CA) 
Baker <LA) 
Ballenger 
Barrett <NE) 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bateman 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Bl!ley 
Blute 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Burton 
Buyer 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Camp 

Kennelly 
Kil dee 
Kleczka 
Klein 
Klink 
Kopetskl 
Kreidler 
LaFalce 
Lambert 
Lancaster 
Lantos 
LaRocco 
Laughlin 
Lehman 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lloyd 
Long 
Lowey 
Maloney 
Mann 
Manton 
Margolles-

Mezvinsky 
Markey 
Martinez 
Mazzoll 
McC!oskey 
Mccurdy 
Mc Hale 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Mlller (CA) 
Mlneta 
Minge 
Moakley 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moran 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Natcher 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Orton 
Owens 
Pallone 
Parker 
Pastor 
Payne (NJ) 
Payne (VA) 
Pelosi 
Penny 
Peterson (FL) 
Peterson (MN) 
Pickett 
Pickle 
Pomeroy 
Poshard 
Price (NC) 

NAYS-172 

Canady 
Castle 
Clinger 
Coble 
Collins (GAJ 
Combest 
Cox 
Crane 
Crapo 
Cunningham 
De Lay 
Dlaz-Balart 
Dickey 
Doolittle 
Dornan 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emerson 
Everett 
Ewing 
Fawell 
Fields (TX) 
Fish 

Rangel 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Roemer 
Rose 
Rostenkowskl 
Rowland 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sabo 
Sanders 
Sangmelster 
Sarpallus 
Sawyer 
Schenk 
Schroeder 
Schumer 
Scott 
Serrano 
Sharp 
Shepherd 
Slsisky 
Skaggs 
Skelton 
Slattery 
Slaughter 
Smith (IA) 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Stokes 
Strickland 
Studds 
Stupak 
Swett 
Swift 
Synar 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Tejeda 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Thurman 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traflcant 
Tucker 
Unsoeld 
Valentine 
Velazquez 
Vento 
Vlsclosky 
Volkmer 
Washington 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wheat 
Whitten 
Williams 
Wilson 
Woolsey 
Wyden 
Wynn 

Fowler 
Franks (CT) 
Franks (NJ) 
Gallegly 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gingrich 
Good latte 
Goodllng 
Goss 
Grams 
Grandy 
Greenwood 
Gunderson 
Hancock 
Hansen 
Hastert 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 

Hoke 
Horn 
Houghton 
Buffington 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Inglis 
Inhofe 
Is took 
Jacobs 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson, Sam 
Kasi ch 
Kim 
King 
Kingston 
Klug 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Ky! 
Lazio 
Leach 
Levy 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (FL) 
Lightfoot 
Linder 
Livingston 
Machtley 
Manzullo 
McCandless 
McColl um 
McCrery 

B111rakis 
Brown (CA) 
Bunning 
Conyers 
Gibbons 

Mc Dade 
McHugh 
Mclnnls 
McKean 
McMillan 
Meyers 
Mica 
Michel 
Miller (FLJ 
Mollnarl 
Moorhead 
Morella 
Myers 
Nuss le 
Oxley 
Packard 
Paxon 
Petri 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Quillen 
Quinn 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Ravenel 
Regula 
Roberts 
Rogers 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roth 
Royce 

Santorum 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schiff 
Sensenbrenner 
Shaw 
Shays 
Shuster 
Skeen 
Smith (MIJ 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (OR) 
Smith (TX) 
Snowe 
Solomon 
Spence 
Stearns 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Talent 
Taylor (NC) 
Thomas (CA) 
Thomas (\VY) 
Torkildsen 
Upton 
Walker 
Walsh 
Weldon 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 
Zeliff 
Zimmer 

NOT VOTING---15 
Matsui 
McDermott 
Mink 
Neal (NC) 
Ridge 

0 1430 

Roukema 
Vucano.vlch 
Wise 
Yates 
Young (AK) 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Yates for, with Mr. Ridge against. 
Mr. Matsui for, with Mr. Bilirakis against. 
Mr. Wise for, with Mrs. Roukema against. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

MODIFICATIONS TO CERTAIN 
AMENDMENTS TO H.R. 2401, NA
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that during further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2401, pur
suant to House Resolution 246, the 
amendment numbered 3 in part 3 of 
House Report 103--223, to be offered by 
the gentlewoman from Tennessee [Mrs. 
LLOYD] and the gentleman from Vir
ginia [Mr. SISISKY], and the amend
ment numbered 1 in part 4 of House Re
port 103--223, to be offered by the gen
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SPENCE] be modified in the forms that 
I have placed at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MAZZOLI). Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Califor
nia? 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I will not object, 
but I take this time to allow the gen
tleman to explain his request. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 
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Mr. SPENCE. I yield to the gen

tleman from California. 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, the pur

pose of the unanimous-consent request 
propounded by myself was simply to 
point out that inadvertently an amend
ment offered by the gentlewoman from 
Tennessee [Mrs. LLOYD] and the gen
tleman from Virginia [Mr. SrsrsKY] and 
an amendment offered by my distin
guished colleague, the ranking member 
of the committee, a mistake was inad
vertently made and parts of both of 
those amendments were left out. · 

The Chair then placed in the record 
the exact verbiage of the amendments, 
and this unanimous-consent request is 
simply to restore the correct nature of 
the two amendments offered by my dis
tinguished colleagues. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, we have 
no objection on this side of the aisle. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva
tion of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempo re. The 

Clerk will report the modifications. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

MODIFICATION TO THE AMENDMENT OFFERED BY 
MRS. LLOYD OF TENNESSEE 

(Amdt. No. 3 in Part 3 of H. Rpt. 103-223) 
The amendment as modified is as follows: 
At the end of title X (page 346, after line 

23), insert the following new sections: 
SEC. 1043. SHARING DEFENSE BURDENS AND RE· 

SPONSIBILITIES. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the follow

ing findings: 
(1) Since fiscal year 1985, the budget of the 

Department of Defense has declined by 34 
percent in real terms. 

(2) During the past few years, the United 
States military presence overseas has de
clined significantly in the following ways: 

(A) Since fiscal year 1986, the number of 
United States military personnel perma
nently stationed overseas has declined by al
most 200,000 personnel. 

(B) From fiscal year 1989 to fiscal year 1994, 
spending by the United States to support the 
stationing of United States military forces 
overseas will have declined by 36 percent. 

(C) Since January 1990, the Department of 
Defense has announced the closure, reduc
tion, or transfer to standby status of 840 
United States military facilities overseas, 
which is approximately a 50 percent reduc
tion in the number of such facilities. 

(3) The United States military presence 
overseas will continue to decline as a result 
of actions by the executive branch and the 
following initiatives of the Congress: 

(A) Section 1302 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993, 
which required a 40 percent reduction by 
September 30, 1996, in the number of United 
States military personnel permanently sta
tioned ashore in overseas locations. 

(B) Section 1303 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993, 
which specified that no more than 100,000 
United States military personnel may be 
permanently stationed ashore in NATO 
member countries after September 30, 1996. 

(C) Section 1301 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993, 
which reduced the spending proposed by the 

Department of Defense for overseas basing 
activities during fiscal year 1993 by 
$500. 000. 000. 

(D) Sections 913 and 915 of the National De
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 
and 1991, which directed the President to de
velop a plan to gradually reduce the United 
States military force structure in East Asia. 

(4) The East Asia Strategy Initiative, 
which was developed in response to sections 
913 and 915 of the National Defense Author
ization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991, has 
resulted in the withdrawal of 12,000 United 
States military personnel from Japan and 
the Republic of Korea since fiscal year 1990. 

(5) In response to actions by the executive 
branch and the Congress, allied countries in 
which United States military personnel are 
stationed and alliances in which the United 
States participates have agreed in the fol
lowing ways to reduce the costs incurred by 
the United States in basing military forces 
overseas: 

(A) Under the 1991 Special Measures Agree
ment between Japan and the United States, 
Japan will pay by 1995 almost all yen-de
nominated costs of stationing United States 
military personnel in Japan. 

(B) The Republic of Korea has agreed to 
pay by 1995, one-third of the won-based costs 
incurred by the United States in stationing 
United States military personnel in the Re
public of Korea. 

(C) The North Atlantic Treaty Organiza
tion (NATO) has agreed that the NATO Infra
structure Program will adapt to support 
post-Cold War strategy and could pay the an
nual operation and maintenance c.osts of fa
cilities in Europe and the United States that 
would support the reinforcement of Europe 
by United States military forces and the par
ticipation of United States military forces in 
peacekeeping and conflict prevention oper
ations. 

(D) Such allied countries and alliances 
have agreed to more fully share the respon
sibilities and burdens of providing for mu
tual security and stability through steps 
such as the following: 

(i) The Republic of Korea has assumed the 
leadership role regarding ground combat 
forces for the defense of the Republic of 
Korea. 

(ii) NATO has adopted the new mission of 
conducting peacekeeping operations and is, 
for example, providing land, sea, and air 
forces for United Nations efforts in the 
former Yugoslavia. 

(iii) The countries of western Europe are 
contributing substantially to the develop
ment of democracy, stability, and open mar
ket societies in eastern Europe and the 
former Soviet Union. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that-

(1) the forward presence of United States 
military personnel stationed overseas con
tinues to be important to United States se
curity interests; 

(2) that forward presence facilitates efforts 
to pursue United States security interests on 
a collective basis rather than pursuing them 
on a far more costly unilateral basis or re
ceding into isolationism; 

(3) the bilateral and multilateral arrange
ments and alliances in which that forward 
presence plays a part must be further adapt
ed to the security environment of the post
Cold War period; 

(4) the cost-sharing percentages for the 
NATO Infrastructure Program should be re
viewed with the aim of reflecting current 
economic, political, and military realities 
and thus reducing the United States cost
sharing percentage; and 

(5) the amounts obligated to conduct Unit
ed States overseas basing activities should 
decline significantly in fiscal year 1994 and 
in future fiscal years as-

(A) the number of United States military 
personnel stationed overseas continues to de
cline; and 

(B) the countries in which United States 
military personnel are stationed and the al
liances in which the United States partici
pates assume an increased share of United 
States overseas basing costs. 

(c) REDUCING UNITED STATES OVERSEAS 
BASING COSTS.-(1) In order to achieve addi
tional savings in overseas basing costs, the 
President should-

(A) continue with the reductions in United 
States military presence overseas as re
quired by sections 1302 and 1303 of the Na
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993; and 

(B) intensify his efforts to negotiate a 
more favorable host-nation agreement with 
each foreign country to which this paragraph 
-applies under paragraph (3)(A). 

(2) For purposes of paragraph (1 )(B), a more 
favorable host-nation agreement is an agree
ment under which such foreign country-

(A) assumes an increased share of the costs 
of United States military installations in 
that country, including the costs of-

(i) labor, utilities, and services; 
(ii) military construction projects and real 

property maintenance; 
(iii) leasing requirements associated with 

the United States military presence; and 
(iv) actions necessary to meet local envi

ronmental standards; 
(B) relieves the Armed Forces of the Unit

ed States of all tax liability that, with re
spect to forces located in such country, is in
curred by the Armed Forces under the laws 
of that country and the laws of the commu
nity where those forces are located; and 

(C) ensures that goods and services fur
nished in that country to the Armed Forces 
of the United States are provided at mini
mum cost and without imposition of user 
fees. 

(3)(A) Except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), paragraph (l)(B) applies with respect 
to-

( i) each country of the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization (other than the United 
States); and 

(ii) each other foreign country with which 
the United States has a bilateral or multilat
eral defense agreement that provides for the 
assignment of combat units of the Armed 
Forces of the United States to permanent 
duty in that country or the placement of 
combat equipment of the United States in 
that country. 

(B) Paragraph (1) does not apply with re
spect to-

(i) a foreign country that receives assist
ance under section 23 of the Arms Export 
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2673) (relating to the 
foreign military financing program) or under 
the provisions of chapter 4 of part II of the 
Foreig~ Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2346 
et seq.); or 

(11) a foreign country that has agreed to as
sume, not later than September 30, 1996, at 
least 75 percent of the nonpersonnel costs of 
United States military installations in the 
country. 

(d) OBLIGATIONAL LIMITATION.-(1) The 
total amount appropriated to the Depart
ment of Defense for Military Personnel, for 
Operation and Maintenance, and for military 
construction (including NATO Infrastruc
ture) that is obligated to conduct overseas 
basing activities during fiscal year 1994 may 
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not exceed $16,915,400,000 (such amount being 
the amount appropriated for such purposes 
for fiscal year 1993 reduced by $3,300,000,000). 

(2) For purposes of this subsection, the 
term " overseas basing activities" means the 
activities of the Department of Defense for 
which funds are provided through appropria
tions for Military Personnel , for Operation 
a nd Maintenance (including appropriations 
for family housing operations), and for mili
tary construction (including family housing 
construction and NATO Infrastructure) for 
t he payment of costs for Department of De
fense overseas military units and the costs 
for all dependents who accompany Depart
ment of Defense personnel outside the Unit
ed States. 

(e ) ALLOCATIONS OF SAVINGS.-Any 
amounts appropriated to the Department of 
Defense for fiscal year 1994 for the purposes 
covered by subsection (d)(l ) that are not 
available to be used for those purposes by 
reason of the limitation in that subsection 
shall be allocated by the Secretary of De
fense for operation and maintenance and for 
military construction activities of the De
partment of Defense at military installa
t.ions and facilities located inside the United 
States. 
SEC. 1044. BURDENSHARING CONTRIBUTIONS 

FROM DESIGNATED COUNTRIES AND 
REGIONAL ORGANIZATIONS. 

(a ) IN GENERAL.-Section 1045 of the Na
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Years 1992 and 1993 (Public Law 102-190; 105 
Stat. 1465) is amended-

(1) in subsection (a)-
(A) by striking out " During fiscal years 

1992 and 1993, the Secretary" and inserting in 
lieu thereof " The Secretary" ; and 

(B) by striking out " Japan, Kuwait, and 
the Republic of Korea" and inserting in lieu 
thereof " any country or regional organiza
tion designated for purposes of this section 
by the Secretary of Defense" ; and 

(2) in subsection (f)-
(A) by striking out " each quarter of fiscal 

years 1992 and 1993" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "each fiscal-year quarter"; 

(B) by striking out " congressional defense 
committees" and inserting in lieu thereof 
" Congress" ; and 

(C) by striking out " Japan, Kuwait, and 
the Republic of Korea" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "each country and regional organiza
tion from which contributions have been ac
cepted by the Secretary under subsection 
(a )" . 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The heading of 
such section is amended to read as follows: 
"SEC. 1045. BURDENSHARING CONTRIBUTIONS 

FROM DESIGNATED COUNTRIES AND 
REGIONAL ORGANIZATIONS.". 

SEC. 1045. MODIFICATION OF CERTAIN REPORT 
REQUIREMENTS. 

(a ) BIENNIAL NATO REPORT.-Section 
1002(d) of the Department of Defense Author
ization Act, 1985 (Public Law 98-525; 22 U.S .C. 
1928 note ), is amended-

(1 ) by striking out " (1) Not later than April 
1, 1990, and biennially each year ' thereafter" 
and inserting in lieu thereof " Not later than 
April 1 of each even-numbered year"; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B ) as paragraphs (1) and (2); and 

(3) by striking out paragraph (2) (following 
the paragraph (2) designated by paragraph (2) 
of this subsection). 

(b) REPORT ON ALLIED CONTRIBUTIONS.
Section 1046(e) of the National Defense Au
thcrization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 
(Public Law 102- 190; 105 Stat. 1467; 22 U.S .C. 
1928 note) is amended-

(1) by striking out " and" at the end of 
paragraph (2); 

(2) by striking out the period at the end of 
paragraph (3) and inserting in lieu thereof " ; 
and" ; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

" (4) specifying the incremental costs to the 
United States associated with the permanent 
stationing ashore of United States forces in 
foreign nations. '' . 

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-(1) The Congress 
finds that the Secretary of Defense did not 
submit to Congress in a timely manner the 
report on allied contributions to the com
mon defense required under section 1003 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act, 1985 
(Public Law 98-525; 98 Stat. 2577), to be sub
mitted not later than April 1, 1993. 

(2) It is the sense of Congress that the 
timely submission of such report to Congress 
each year is essential to the deliberation by 
Congress concerning the annual defense pro
gram. 

AMENDMENT TO H.R. 2401, AS MODIFIED OFFERED 
BY MR. SPENCE OF SOUTH CAROLINA <OR HIS 
DESIGNEEl 
After section 1303 of the bill, insert the fol

lowing new section: 
SEC. 1304. ALTERATIONS IN FUNDING FOR DE

FENSE CONVERSION, REINVEST
MENT, AND TRANSITION ASSIST
ANCE PROGRAMS. 

(a ) COMMUNITY ADJUSTMENT AND DIVER
SIFICATION.-The amount provided in section 
132l(a) (relating to community adjustment 
and diversification assistance) is hereby in
creased by $40,000,000. 

(b) OFF-SETTING REDUCTIONS.-The amount 
specified in the matter preceding the para
graphs in section 1311 for activities of the 
Department of Defense under chapter 148 of 
title 10, United States Code, and section 2197 
of such title ls hereby reduced by $40,000,000, 
ofwhich-

(1) 50 percent of such reduction is hereby 
achieved by reducing the funding for the 
manufacturing extension program, as pro
vided in paragraph (5) of section 1311, by 
$20,000,000; and 

(2) 50 percent of such reduction is hereby 
achieved by reducing the funding for the de
fense dual-use extension program, as pro
vided in paragraph (6) of such section, by 
$20,000,000. 

Mr. DELLUMS (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendments, as modified, be 
considered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu

ant to House Resolution 246 and rule 
XXIII , the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, R.R. 2401. 

D 1436 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved it
self into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2401) to authorize appropriations for 

fiscal year 1994 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense, to pre
scribe military personnel strengths for 
fiscal year 1994, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. DURBIN (Chairman pro tem
pore) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN pro tempo re. Pursu

ant to House Resolution 246, the gen
tleman from California [Mr. DELLUMS] 
will be recognized for 30 minutes and 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. SPENCE] will be recognized for 30 
minutes for further general debate. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California [Mr. DELLUMS]. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may 
consume. I rise to bring before my col
leagues the bill, H.R. 2401, the National 
Defense Authorization Act for fiscal 
year 1994. Members will recall that be
fore the recess we began general debate 
on this bill under a previous rule. 
Today, after an additional hour of gen
eral debate, we will proceed to consider 
amendments made in order by the rule, 
beginning with those concerning mis
sile defense and then proceeding to 
those concerning the Trident missile 
program. 

Since we last debated the defense 
bill, the Clinton administration has re
leased the initial results of its much 
heralded bottom-up review of defense 
needs and programs. These initial re
sults do not include budgetary infor
mation or detailed force structure or 
programmatic recommendations, and 
so they do not yet form a proper basis 
for legislative action. The Committee 
on Armed Services will hold full hear
ings into the substantive judgments be
hind the force structure, programs, and 
budgets that emerge from the bottom
up review, and the results will affect 
the Committee's bill next year. 

Since our military forces are already 
on a steady path of reduction, our ac
tion on force structure this year would 
be much the same whether the ulti
mate force were that outlined in the 
bottom-up review, the larger base force 
presented in previous years by the 
Bush administration, or the smaller 
options outlined by Les Aspin as chair
man of the House Armed Services Com
mittee last year. 

Regarding military research and de
velopment and acquisition, the com
mittee had postponed decisions until 
the next fiscal year, where that could 
be done with little cost. Thus many of 
the controversial procurement issues 
addressed in the bottom-up-review, 
such as the proposed procurement of an 
unneeded third Seawolf attack sub
marine for reasons of defense industrial 
policy, can and should be left for thor
ough consideration next year. In other 
areas, such as tactical aircraft, the 
committee took action in advance of 
the bottom-up review. I am pleased to 
report to my colleagues that on these 
programs the bottom-up review has 



September 8, 1993 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 20253 
largely validated the judgments al
ready made by the committee. 

I would like to remind my colleagues 
that the bill we consider today con
tains many elements of sound defense 
policy: 

It puts people first-and protects the 
quality of our military personnel-by 
funding a full 2.2 percent military pay 
raise; 

It reallocates operations and mainte
nance spending to improve force readi
ness and cut defense waste and over
head; 

It rationalizes and improves the af
fordability of tactical aircraft and 
other major procurement programs 
still relevant to the post-cold war 
world; 

It maintains procurement options 
and preserves important elements of 
defense industrial base by low-rate pro
curement and upgrades of key weapons 
systems; 

It continues to modernize the Guard 
and Reserve forces that are an increas
ingly important element of our overall 
military capability; and 

It establishes a National Commission 
on Military Roles and Missions, to spur 
a more significant rationalization of 
the defense effort. 

This bill does not come as far as this 
Member would like in adjusting the 
military budget to the needs of the 
post-cold war era-including our needs 
at home that require a smaller defense 
budget and greater social spending. 
However, the committee bill does make 
significant progress that could be ac
celerated in the future: 

It cuts ballistic missile defense to 
$3.0 billion, less than one-half the level 
planned by the Bush administration, 
and kills Brilliant Pebbles and other 
space-based systems inconsistent with 
the ABM Treaty, 

It postpones commitment to addi
tional attack submarines until current 
ones are paid for, fences Trident D-5 
funds pending an administration report 
on options for saving money and reduc
ing warhead levels, and maintains the 
previous funding cap on the B-2 pro
gram. 

It bans development of mininuke 
weapons, and creates a stockpile stew
ardship program to move the Defense 
Establishment further toward tech
nical readiness for and political sup
port of a complete nuclear test ban; 

It cushions the blow of the defense 
drawdown, strengthens the civilian 
economy, and improves the defense in
dustrial base by increased funding for 
defense conversion, reinvestment, and 
transition assistance , to a total of $3 
billion including dual-use technology 
investments, a national shipbuilding 
initiative, and significantly expanded 
community assistance funding; and 

It devotes a record $11.2 billion to en
vironmental cleanup and improvement; 
and does so in a way that will stimu
late the development of new tech-

nologies and new markets for Amer
ican firms; and 

It reorients civil defense programs 
toward disaster relief and away from 
an exclusive focus on nuclear war. 

I have circulated to my colleagues 
my own historical perspective on Presi
dent Clinton's defense budget propos
als. While it may seem surprising, the 
current and planned drawdown is less 
severe and more gradual than those fol
lowing the wars in Korea and Vietnam. 
Those who are concerned about the 
ability of the Pentagon to maintain 
ready forces should note that President 
Clinton's budgets continue the high ra
tios of defense spending to active duty 
personnel that produced the high-qual
ity force of the 1980's. Given the rel
atively small size of the military 
threats to our security that can be dis
cerned around the world, it is reason
able to ask for a detailed justification 
of why we will need in 1998 to spend as 
much in real dollars as we did during 
the mid 1970's, and why we will need an 
active-duty force fully two-thirds as 
large as that which we maintained in 
those cold war years. 

In developing next year's budget, the 
committee will scrutinize the Penta
gon 's bottom-up review and conduct its 
own independent investigation of how 
much and what sorts of military forces 
are needed to keep the United States 
secure and strong, economically and 
socially as well as militarily. 

In sum, this year 's bill takes needed 
steps into the future without 
prejudicing issues that require further 
study. I believe it can be supported by 
a majority of my colleagues. 

0 1440 
With those opening remarks, Mr. 

Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time . 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, as Chairman DELLUMS 
has just stated, we are again taking up 
the defense authorization bill for 1994. 
Since the last time we met on this bill 
early last month a momentous event 
has occurred. We have had the unveil
ing of the administration 's bottom-up 
review. Accordingly, I would like to 
make a few remarks in that context. 

Our task here today is to consider 
the needs of our defense in a post-cold
war environment. The logical way to 
approach this problem would be to first 
look at the potential threats we have 
facing us, both in the short term and in 
the long term. We would then get ap
propriate advice from people who know 
best how to defend against such 
threats. We would then raise and main
tain competent people and equipment 
to deter and def end against these 
threats. 

Based on such a threat assessment, 
we would decide on a sufficient budget. 
In contact to this kind of logical proc
ess, the President, and the Committee 

on the Budget, and ultimately the Con
gress without the benefit of any threat 
assessment, have picked a defense 
spending figure out of the air for our 
defense budget. After deciding on the 
funding levels, the administration then 
launched its bottom-up review, which 
is just now being released. This is just 
the opposite of how we should have 
proceeded. We should have the threat 
assessment first, and then decide what 
source structure and defense budgets 
are necessary to counter the threat. 

Surprisingly, this bottom-up review 
and the Cheney-Powell base force 
strategy objectives are very similar, 
but available force structure and budg
et resources are significantly different . 
Both plans retain the basic objective of 
being able to fight two regional con
flicts nearly simultaneously. The prob
lem is that the bottom-up review rec
ommends a defense plan and a military 
force structure that cannot be sup
ported under the budget cuts supported 
by the President and this Democrat
ically controlled Congress. 

The missing link in the bottom-up 
review is that the funds necessary to 
pay for its recommendations are miss
ing. Therefore, my problem, and I 
think the problem for all of us , is how 
to reconcile the differences between 
the Aspin strategy, the Aspin force 
structure, and the Clinton budget. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to my distinguished 
colleague and chairman of the Sub
committee on Military Installations 
and Facilities of the Committee on 
Armed Services, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. MCCURDY]. 

0 1450 
Mr. MCCURDY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in strong support of this defense au
thorization bill. I do so first of all by 
wanting to recognize the very able 
work of our distinguished chairman, 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
DELLUMS]. This is his first time to the 
floor as the chairman of the full com
mittee on this bill. And our committee, 
as Members know, is a diverse commit
tee, and we had a very full and open de
bate. And I want to commend the gen
tleman from California for his fair and 
objective handling of this bill. 

He is also a delight to work with. I 
would extend the same to our colleague 
from South Carolina [Mr . SPENCE] and 
the other members of the committee, 
because this was a very important bill, · 
very important piece of legislation. It 
is a time of great change , and there is 
much that we have to consider this 
year and in the next 2 years as we see 
a dramatic shift in emphasis in the 
way we provide for our national secu
rity as we see a doctrinal change in our 
foreign policy, as we start to address 
some of the threats that are emerging 
after the collapse of the former Soviet 
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Union and communism as an ideologi
cal competitor to free market econo
mies and democracy. 

We also took into consideration some 
of the potential changes that we knew 
would be coming forward out of the 
bottom-up review. I am pleased to indi
cate that although we do not have all 
of the specifics of the analysis of the 
bottom-up review, it is clear that we 
anticipated a number of the areas that 
were supported by Secretary Aspin and 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs ' pro
posal of last week. It is clear that the 
Armed Services Committee and the 
Congress has maintained a higher pri
ority over the years on mobility and on 
lift, whether it is sealift or airlift, and 
this bill continues that. I believe that 
we are going to see very real progress 
in both areas. 

We believe that some of the technical 
and engineering problems, for instance , 
on the C-17 are resolved and will be 
able to move forward . And there is an 
upcoming Defense Acquisition Board 
meeting on that that I think will con
firm that the requirements are solid, 
that the ability to perform that mis
sion will be supported as well. 

We are also placing a degree of em
phasis on high-performance capability 
of our technology and our forces, em
phasizing a technological advantage 
that the United States maintains and 
wants to continue into the future . 

We also are in the process of 
downsizing of the military, and we see 
the drawdown and reductions on our 
overall forces. Yet , we believe that 
with the bottom-up review that the 
senior military and the Secretary of 
Defense is concerned as we are that we 
maintain the quality of the personnel, 
because no matter whether the forces 
are forward deployed or CONUS-based, 
or whether they are active or guard, 
whether they have the best technology 
available or not, if they are not highly 
trained, and we do not provide the 
readiness training for them, they can
not perform their mission. We have the 
finest young men and women in uni
form today we have ever had, and it is 
a priority that we keep them. 

We also are looking at some very im
portant choices in the research and de
velopment areas. Tactical aviation is 
one of those. I believe the committee 
has made some sound choices there, 
and we look forward to resolving some 
of those on the aviation assets. 

We also will have a debate on ballis
tic missile defense , and I think the 
committee took into consideration the 
real options out there, and came up 
with a good provision. I commend the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SPRATT] and others for their leadership 
on that issue as well. 

Last, Mr. Chairman, I want to men
tion just in our jurisdiction of military 
construction that we were able to work 
with the military in establishing prior
ities such as family housing and per-

sonnel, but also to try to lay the 
groundwork for a proper conversion ef
fort, and also to accelerate the base 
closures so that communities would be 
able to take over those facilities once 
they were designated for closure by 
more rapid environmental cleanup, and 
for the provision to protect those com
munities and the jobs as best we can. 

I also want to commend the ranking 
Republican on our subcommittee , the 
gentleman from California [Mr. HUN
TER] for his cooperation and support 
throughout that process. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a good bill and we 
will have a long debate, and I welcome 
that debate and encourage support for 
the bill. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HYDE], the chairman of our Policy 
Committee. 

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
thank my friend, the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE] for yield
ing me this time, and my good friend , 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
DELLUMS], the chairman of this impor
tant committee. 

The SDI, known pejoratively as star 
wars, has been vilified by some very 
important citizens over the years. We 
have been told it would bring us closer 
to a nuclear war, it would trigger an 
arms race. 

We were told it was a bizarre tech
nology in space that is going to ruin us 
economically and militarily. 

But last week, the chairman of the 
Supreme Soviet Foreign Relations 
Committee in the 1980's, Mr. Vladimir 
Lukin, was quoted in the Richmond 
newspaper on the question of whether 
star wars won the cold war or was a 
stupidly expensive joke, and his answer 
was fascinating. He said, " You acceler
ated our catastrophe by about 5 years. " 
So, at least insofar as the chairman of 
the Foreign Relations Committee of 
the Supreme Soviet during the 1980's is 
concerned, SDI, or star wars was a very 
good investment. For some $26 billion 
over the years, we saved well over $100 
billion with the demise of the Soviet 
Union and the termination of the cold 
war. 

In addition to present members of 
the nuclear club, Iran, Iraq, Pakistan, 
and North Korea are pursuing a nu
clear capability. More than 12 coun
tries have operational ballistic mis
siles, and other weapons of mass de
struction are proliferating. More than 
24 countries have chemical weapons 
that are deliverable. Libya, Iran, and 
Iraq also have chemical weapons. 
North Korea has enough plutonium, we 
are told , for at least one nuclear weap
on, and they have what is called a No
Dong missile with a range of 1,000 kilo
meters that puts Japan, Guam, and 
United States forces stationed there 
within reach, not to mention the Unit
ed Nations forces in the Mediterranean 
within reach of the Libyan No-Dong. 

Now we are not debating today, I 
daresay, the existence of nuclear pro
liferation. It exists. We are not debat
ing this threat of ballistic missiles. 
That is a fact. 

It is a question of when these ballis
tic missiles with nuclear or chemical 
warheads will have the range sufficient 
to hit our country. It is a question of 
when they will threaten U.S . personnel 
and the U.S. homeland. Will this occur 
in 5 years , 10 years, or 2 years? I do not 
have the answer, and I do not think 
anybody has the answer. But I do con
tend that America needs the insurance 
of a ballistic missile defense for the 
population of this country. 

We could deploy within 5 years an 
ABM Treaty-compliant national mis
sile defense system, or we could vote 
for the damaging cuts that are going to 
be offered and gut our chances for a 
real counter-proliferation policy. I sug
gest to my friends and colleagues the 
SDI has only begun its usefulness to 
this country and to the cause of peace. 
With the nuclear club expanding by the 
end of this decade into some 24 coun
tries capable of delivering a nuclear 
weapon, or a chemical weapon, or a bi
ological weapon, we cannot abandon 
our immense lead in this technology. 

The cold war is over, indeed. But the 
world is not less dangerous. It is dif
ferently dangerous. So I hope that my 
friends in this body will understand the 
role that the SDI played in ending the 
cold war, and that we persist in devel
oping this important technology. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to my distinguished 
colleague, the gentleman from Mis
sissippi [Mr. MONTGOMERY], chairman 
of the Committee on Veterans' Affairs, 
and vice chairman of the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

0 1500 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. I thank the 

chairman of the full ·Committee on 
Armed Services for yielding this time 
to me. 

I might say that I commend the 
chairman of our committee, the gen
tleman from California [Mr. DELLUMS] 
and also the ranking minority member 
for their support in getting this legisla
tion to the floor . 

I would like to also repeat that the 
chairman of the full committee was 
very fair in the markup of this legisla
tion. Every member on the committee 
had the time to say what they wanted 
to in offering these amendments. As I 
recall , we started at 9 o'clock in the 
morning and went until 12:30 that 
night . I have been on the committee 
for 20 years. That is the longest and 
hardest markup that I have been in
volved in. 

But it is a good bill, Mr. Chairman. 
I see some areas that I am not par

ticularly happy with, but overall I 
think we have done a good job for this 
country in continuing to have a strong 
military. 
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I asked for this time because in the 

committee I tried to work in the area 
of National Guard and Reserve, and 
this legislation is fair to the National 
Guard and Reserve. 

Our strength levels for the Reserve 
are coming down under this bill, but it 
is not a drastic cut. In other words, I 
truly believe that we will not have to 
close many armories around the coun
try in the small comm uni ties, because 
the strength levels we have for the Na
tional Guard and Reserve are fair and 
will not cause wholesale closings of ar
mories and taking the revenue away 
from these different communities. 

We have been able to add some spend
ing for the National Guard and Reserve 
as far as equipment is concerned. There 
are some add-ons. 

They will help to see that the Re
serves get first-class, good equipment 
and good training. So I rise in support 
of the legislation and thank the gen
tleman for this opportunity. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
31/2 minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. SAXTON]. 

Mr. SAXTON. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I take part in the 
opening of this debate, which will 
ensue for the next several days, with a 
certain amount of concern. 

In expressing that concern, I would 
just point out that I was one of the Re
publican Members who voted to report 
this bill from committee. I did so be
cause I thought the efforts of the chair
man and the ranking member and all 
those who worked so hard and dili
gently in a spirit of bipartisanship and 
compromise have reported a bill that 
deserved the support of Members of 
both sides of the aisle. 

I came to that conclusion remember
ing a statement that was made by 
someone that we all know and respect, 
back in the fall of 1990, when Secretary 
Cheney came before the Committee on 
Armed Services and said words that I 
can remember as well as if they were 
spoken yesterday. He said, 

I am here on a historic moment. I am here 
as we prepare to go to war with the fourth 
biggest military organization in the world 
and on the eve of that I am here to tell you 
why we need less defense. 

And we have been working together 
to date to provide for a defense struc
ture that Secretary Cheney pointed to 
in saying that this time, meaning this 
time after a period of hostilities, that, 
"We are going to do it right. We are 
going to do it different than we did all 
other times in the past. This time we 
are going to do it right." 

To date I think we have come pretty 
close to meeting that objective in 
doing it, as the Secretary pointed out, 
right. 

I think, as this bill stands today, 
while I would certainly do some things 
differently-and I will make those 
items very clear as we proceed through 

the debate over the next several days, 
I think this bill comes close to it as it 
stands today. But as I said before I had 
some concerns, and those concerns are 
brought about by some amendments 
which are going to be proposed during 
the next several days, which do cause a 
certain amount of concern-they cause 
concern among others as well. 

For example, there are some amend
ments that will affect the ballistic mis
sile defense funding that was proposed 
by President Clinton and modified 
somewhat by the House. 

We have a letter which has been for
warded to the Congress by Undersecre
tary of Defense John Deutch, express
ing the opinion of the administration 
that perhaps these amendments cut too 
deeply-not perhaps, he says they do 
cut too deeply. 

We also have an amendment which 
will be proposed which causes concern 
on the Trident II, D-5 missiles, to Sec
retary Aspin and Gen. Colin Powell, 
and a letter from President Clinton ex
pressing their concern on an amend
ment to be offered relative to the 
downsizing and eliminating the D-5 
missile programs. 

Now, we are going to have a debate 
on some amendments that have to do 
with burden sharing, which Secretary 
Christopher as well as Secretary Aspin 
have written to us expressing their 
concerns. 

So I prevail on them on both sides of 
the aisle to use due diligence during 
the course of this debate and keep in 
mind the national security needs of our 
country and perhaps some of these 
amendments which are to be offered 
could be withdrawn or at least you will 
listen carefully as we express our de
sire to have them defeated. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I re
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
31/2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Florida [Mrs. FOWLER]. 

Mrs. FOWLER. I thank the gen
tleman for yielding this time to me. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to express 
my concern over proposals, some con
tained in this bill, others to be offered 
as amendments, that would make dras
tic cuts in our military. 

Nearly every proposal to reduce our 
military strength is backed with the 
argument that the cold war is over and 
the Soviet Union has collapsed. Pro
ponents of these drastic cuts in defense 
speak of a peace dividend. They argue 
that a diminished threat abroad means 
focusing our attention-and our re
sources-inward. 

Mr. Chairman, I would argue that the 
threat is more different than dimin
ished. The world has always been, and 
will always be, a dangerous place, with 
or without a Soviet Union. It was not a 
cold war with the Soviet Union that 
sent my father to battle in the Pacific. 
It was a very real war with a dictator 
in Germany and an expansionist em
peror in Japan. 

Even earlier this century, the assas
sination of an archduke in a place 
called Sarajevo, Bosnia-Herzegovina 
led this country into the war to end all 
wars. Ironically, we stand here eight 
decades later contemplating military 
action in that same small country. 

We know now that World War I was 
not the war to end all wars, and we 
should realize that the end of the cold 
war is not the end of our need for a 
strong national defense. 

It is naive to suggest that we have 
spent the last decade and a half devel
oping the most advanced, sophisti
cated, and effective military in the 
world simply to defend ourselves 
against a single nation. Even as we 
were preparing for potential battle 
with our rival superpower, we were also 
defending United States interest 
against threats from radical clerics in 
the Middle East, from drug-running 
dictators in Central America and from 
terrorist-exporting nations in northern 
Africa. 

As America becomes more and more 
involved in the global economy, re
gional conflicts become increasingly 
more threatening to our national inter
ests. The United States is the world's 
leading exporter with 70 percent of our 
economic growth coming from exports. 

Those who would want the United 
States to withdraw to its shores in 
order to focus on domestic problems ig
nore the basic fact that our domestic 
success is now undeniably linked to our 
presence around the world. Those who 
would slash our military defense budg
et ignore the fact that the Soviet 
Union never was the sole threat to our 
national security. 

The current situation in the former 
Soviet Union can, and should, impact 
the contents of the bill our committee 
has sent to the floor. However, the So
viet Union was not the threat to our 
Nation, it was a type of threat. Today, 
we are faced with many other types of 
threats and this bill should reflect 
those changes. In many instances it 
does. 

I would urge my colleagues to reject 
any amendments that seek to make 
major cuts in our military based solely 
on the demise of the Soviet Union. 
America's interests stretch far beyond 
the former Soviet Union, America's in
terests are global and we must main
tain a military that is able to protect 
those interests. 

D 1510 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Colo
rado [Mr. HEFLEY]. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. SPENCE] for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I am concerned about 
this bill because of the road I think it 
sets us on over the next 5 years toward 
a dismantling of our defense structure 
in this country. 
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I look at the bottom-up review and 

what I see are the first steps being 
taken toward this very dismantling of 
defense. For those of you who believe 
that the bottom-up review was any
thing more than a way to justify mas
sive defense cuts, let us look at a little 
history about the ability of the Com
mander in Chief to dodge everything, 
even the truth. 

Candidate Bill Clinton pledged an ad
ditional $60 billion in defense cuts on 
top of the Bush cuts. He dodged the 
voters by stating that defense cuts 
would be deep, but not drastic. The 
election is over. The magic wand has 
been waved, and hocus-pocus, $60 bil
lion in defense cuts become $127 billion. 

I call this dodging the truth. I also 
call it drastic cuts. This $127 billion in 
cuts was included in the tax increase 
bill that Congress passed before the re
cess. We all know, and the American 
people know, that that package was a 
dodge of dealing with the deficit. 

Then just 1 week ago Secretary of 
Defense As pin announced the results of 
his bottom-up review of defense spend
ing. Lo and behold, they found out that 
they could afford to cut $127 billion out 
of defense. 

How do these numbers match? Was it 
magic or was it the artful dodger at 
work again? 

How much we spend on defense 
should be determined by an assessment 
of the threats that are out there, not 
some number pulled out of the air. 

As we deliberated in the committee, 
and the gentleman from South Caro
lina [Mr. SPENCE] and the gentleman 
from California [Mr. DELLUMS] will re
member, as we deliberated in commit
tee and Secretary Aspin was before us, 
the question was asked, Do these num
bers come out of a threat assessment, 
or do they come out of the air? . 

He hesitated a good while and he 
said, "Well, they mostly come out of 
the air, particularly in the out years." 

In other words, it appears the White 
House called down and said, "Mr. 
Aspin, we need so many billion dollars. 
Get it out of defense." 

That is not the way defense planning 
should be conducted. 

The latest dodge I think was in Feb
ruary this year, Mr. Clinton said: 

The men and women who serve under the 
American flag will be the .best trained, the 
best equipped, the best prepared fighting 
force in the world, so long as I am President. 

I think Mr. Clinton again is dodging 
the truth. I think under this budget 
and the budget this sets up for the next 
few years, it cannot be done. 

Our military leaders are telling us it 
cannot be done. With $127 billion in ad
ditional cuts, it cannot be done unless 
you are a magician of some kind. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to my distinguished col
league, the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. HUTTO], the chairman of the Sub
committee on Readiness of the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

Mr. HUTTO. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from California for 
yielding me this time. 

I want to commend Chairman DEL
LUMS, as well as our ranking member 
on the committee, the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE], for the 
fine work they have done on this bill. 

This bill reflects the reality of the 
times. There are some of us who have 
been concerned that this drawdown is 
too deep and too quick. 

I was pleased recently to hear that 
Secretary Aspin has indicated to the 
President that over the next 5 years we 
will need about $20 billion more. 

There are still threats in the world. 
We are all pleased that there have been 
some very significant changes and the 
threats have eased somewhat as far as 
the big war is concerned; but the world 
is a volatile place and we need to make 
sure that we have a strong defense. 

On the Readiness Subcommittee, the 
one thing we have been concerned 
about, and thankfully during the de
clining defense budgets and the draw
down, we have made sure that we are 
not going to have a hollow force. If we 
are going to have a smaller force, it is 
going to be a good force. 

So what we have done in our section 
of the bill is to make sure that we fund 
properly at an optimum level, the same 
level of flying hours, steaming hours, 
tank mileage, so that we in the process 
of the drawdown will make sure that 
our forces, all of our services, have the 
necessary resources they need to do a 
good job so that when necessary they 
can response to whatever the situation 
may be from any part of the world. 

So I look forward to working with 
the chairman and the ranking member 
and all our committee members as we 
pass this bill and get on to the Senate 
and come up with a good bill that will 
provide for the defense of our Nation. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from San 
Diego, CA [Mr. HUNTER]. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

I want to commend the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE] as 
our ranking Republican for handling 
the matters and issues on our side in 
this markup of this important bill in a 
very fair and effective manner. He has 
been a real joy to work with. 

Along with my colleagues, I want 
also to say that the gentleman who 
chairs this committee, the gentleman 
from California [Mr. DELLUMS]' while I 
have disagreed with him on many, 
many substantive issues with respect 
to defense and intend to pursue that 
course in a minute, he has provided one 
very precious commodity in this House . 
that is all too rare, and that is a full 
and fair debate on a critical issue of 
national security, and I thank the gen
tleman for that. 

Mr. Chairman, I characterize this De
fense bill in a couple ways. One way is 

that it is a wasting of very precious 
breathing space that was given to us by 
the victory in the cold war. We are told 
by our Intelligence leaders and most of 
them now have been chosen by our 
President, Mr. Clinton, we are told 
that we have adversaries, unstable ad
versaries who are developing nuclear 
systems and developing the means of 
delivering those systems to our mili:
tary forces and to American population 
centers. 

We say, are they building these 
things? And they tell us in the brief
ings, yes, they are building these 
things. 

We say, does it appear that their in
tent is to use them on us and on our 
people? And our Intelligence people say 
yes, you can reasonably believe that 
they intend to use them on you. 

Can we stop these missiles, these 
intercontinental and theater ballistic 
missiles presently? The answer is no. 

You would think that the logic that 
would fall from asking those questions 
and getting those answers is that we 
must embark as quickly as possible 
with as much resources as possible to 
muster and to build systems to stop 
ballistic missiles and to stop theater 
missiles, and we have not done that. 
We have pursued this game of bracket
ing a certain dollar amount and then 
setting the rule up so that the House 
will have a certain momentum moving 
in favor of coming in with a modest 
spending on the strategic defense ini
tiative, on the ability to stop ballistic 
missiles, and it absolutely makes no 
sense. 

Five or six years down the line, our 
successors may say, When you had 
breathing space, when you had some 
room, why didn't you move? Why 
didn't you build defenses against the 
ballistic missiles that North Korea was 
building in the early 1990's? And we 
will have no answers. 

Second, I look at this bill as a down 
payment on a long road toward an in
defensible national strategic and con
ventional posture. It is a $12-billion 
downpayment on an indefensible $127 
billion cut and it is now clear that that 
cut will not allow us to fight two wars 
simultaneously, will not allow us to 
fight a Desert Storm, defend the Ko
rean Peninsula, and perhaps defend a 
Panama Canal-type contingency, so we 
are doing exactly what we promised we 
would not do. We are setting the 
groundwork right now for a hollow 
force. 

If the 1980's was a time of peace 
through strength, the 1990's may be a 
time of losing peace through weakness. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
41/2 minutes to the other gentleman 
from California [Mr. DORNAN]. 

Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Chairman, it is a 
long, long time from September 1993 to 
November 1994, but the days will grow 
shorter as the months pass. Next sum
mer when we are debating the fiscal 
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year defense budget for 1995, I think we 
will see that the 1992 Presidential cam
paign, as the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. HEFLEY] pointed out a few mo
ments ago, was truly a sham. We are 
gutting the defenses of this country in 
a world that is still very, very dan
gerous. 

0 1520 
Over the break, Mr. Chairman, I had 

the opportunity to travel with four 
solid Democrats from the Armed Serv
ices Committee. There are strong, 
prodefense Democrats. We visited sev
eral countries in the Middle East, and 
we also went as far as the Khyber Pass 
in Pakistan. Everywhere we went, Mr. 
Chairman, we were specifically study
ing Special Forces. Those forces in 
each country look to the United States 
and its Special Forces for operational 
guidance and for the cutting edge of 
training skills. We learned how they 
will handle terrorism, and everywhere 
we went, particularly in Israel, we were 
given this message: 

Nobody is going to win a war on terrorism; 
nobody is going to win a war against dicta
torships. It is an ongoing battle for as far as 
the human mind can stretch into the future. 

I remember once quoting Plato from 
this lectern. I quoted him where he 
said only the dead have seen the end of 
war. A leader from the other side, a 
great orator, got up and said that was 
a cynical remark. I said, "Well, take up 
your cynicism with Plato and the 
Greek philosophers; leave me alone," 
because the truth is that Plato was 
correct. 

Over the break, Mr. Chairman, I was 
also given a book by a Special Forces 
brigadier general, the commander of 
special operations in the Middle East, 
called, "We Were Soldiers Then and 
Young." It was about the first major 
battle in the Vietnam war, November 
14 through 18 of 1965, next to the River 
Drang in the Ia Drang Valley. It was 
horrendous to read the names of young 
American officers and soldiers slaugh
tered; 305 fighting men died in that Ia 
Drang Valley operation, 234 of them 
from just one 7th Cavalry regiment. 
This is more men than were lost in any 
regiment, North or South, in the Bat
tle of Gettysburg. I looked at those 
names, and, when I came home to the 
30th anniversary of Martin Luther 
King's march on Washington, walking 
back to my car I was drawn again like 
a magnet to the Vietnam Wall. This 
time I took those little pieces of paper 
which the Park Service hands out and 
a big piece of lead , and I t-raced the 
name of John Lance Geoghegan, known 
to his friends as Jack, his parents as 
Lance, 2d lieutenant, New York. He 
died in the first day of that fight in the 
Ia Drang Valley. I traced the name of 
Henry Toro Herrick from Laguna 
Beach, traced the name of Jimmy D. 
Nakayama who was napalmed by 
friendly fire from an F-100, the plane I 

flew in the Air Force. I traced the 
names of some other heroes who were 
lost for a week and made their way 
back to friendly lines, an incredible 
story of escape and evasion, and I 
thought, is that battle of the Ia Drang 
Valley that opened the door to the kill
ing fields of Vietnam a story in the dis
tant myths of history, or will we again 
call on other young machine gunners 
and lieutenants to go into battle and 
defend freedom against tyrants and to
talitarian regimes? And I thought, yes, 
we will see the Geoghegans, and the 
Scotts, and the Plumleys, the two ser
geant majors of the two battalions, and 
we will see other young lieutenants, 
like Geoghegan, and Herrick, and other 
leaders like the battalion commander, 
Lt. Col. Hal Moore go into the jaws of 
death and fight for freedom. If we leave 
our heroes the same hollow forces and 
the undermanned units that we saw in 
Vietnam, what a disgrace to this com
mittee and this House. We will write 
another tragic chapter in the history of 
our country. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Ari
zona [Mr. KYL]. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to refer, first of all, in this period of de
bate to the bottom-up review, so
called, that Secretary Aspin has per
formed, as it might relate to the force 
levels and spending levels that we are 
about to vote on in the next couple of 
days and, in particular, the ballistic 
missile defense system and its funding 
levels. 

A lot of people, when they originally 
heard about this bottom-up review, Mr. 
Chairman, were skeptical, concluding 
that it probably was a way to justify a 
budget number already arrived at. As a 
matter of fact, Secretary Aspin himself 
lent some credibility to this theory 
when he talked about coming up with a 
number on the back of an envelope 
which was the number that we had to 
mark to this year. 

Well, I am afraid, Mr. Chairman, that 
there is now some justification of the 
position of those critics who suggested 
that this bottom-up review was little 
more than an effort to meet a specific 
budget number, rather than a thorough 
analysis of strategic requirements, 
which drove the process which then re
sulted in a number. 

Why do I speak this way? 
What we find is that in analyzing the 

document that the Vice President sub
mitted yesterday to the President for 
reinventing government and finding 
new ways to make savings in all of gov
ernment, in the preface there is this 
description by the Vice President of 
part of the review. The Vice President 
said, and I am quoting now from the 
preface to the reinventing government 
document: 

We examined every cabinet department 
and ten agencies at two departments, De
fense and Health and Human Services. Our 

work paralleled other large-scale reviews al
ready under way. 

Then here is the critical sentence: 
Defense had launched a bottom-up review 

to meet the President's 1994-1997 spending re
duction target. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me repeat 
that. It bears repeating. 

Defense had launched a bottom-up review 
to meet the President's 1994-1997 spending re
duction target. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Chairman, that 
confirms what a lot of us thought was 
the intent and the purpose of this bot
tom-up review, and that is most unfor
tunate because we really do need a new 
strategic assessment given the new 
conditions in the world today which 
ought to enable us to intelligently de
termine at what level we should have 
defense spending and what the specific 
components of that should be. 

The reason that this is of such con
cern to me is that I think there were 
some predetermined cuts in this budget 
that are a big mistake, and we are 
going to be voting on those very soon, 
later on today. Largely they occur in 
the area of the ballistic missile defense 
portion of the budget, and I objected to 
the rule because the amendments that 
were authorized I thought, and the way 
that they were authorized, did not set 
this issue up in the way that it has 
been done in the past. 

I will just make this point in sum
mary, and then I hope to have a minute 
to talk about it during the general de
bate on the ballistic missile defense 
system. The problem with the funding 
of the system in the budget is that all 
·of the follow-on technologies and sys
tem for protection of the United States 
have effectively been eliminated. What 
has been done in this budget is to con
centrate strictly on the theater ballis
tic missile defense system. I do not 
think that any of us would deny that 
that is a good place to start and that 
that ought to be our first focus. But it 
is a grave mistake, Mr. Chairman, for 
us to virtually eliminate the spending 
for the follow-on systems, the follow
on research and the protection of the 
United States; and I hope that in a 
minute, when we begin to debate the 
ballistic missile system, we will have 
an opportunity to discuss this further 
because it is something, I think, in the 
end we will regret, and, as I go back to 
my first point, it is something that un
fortunately, I think, was done to fit a 
budget number, a preordained number, 
rather than something that .vas done 
with the strategic necessities, the pro
tection of the United States and its 
citizens, in mind. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I have 
no further requests for time, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, we are now in the last 
minutes of the general debate on this 
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bill, and I would like to make a few ob
servations. 

First of all, Mr. Chairman, during the 
course of the general debate my distin
guished colleague on the other side of 
the aisle, the gentleman from Illinois, 
made a few comments with respect to 
ballistic missile defense. I would like 
to make a few observations. First, he 
quoted former chair of the Supreme 
Soviet pointing out that by virtue of 
our expenditures in what then was re
ferred to as SDI accelerated their de
mise. My response would be: Yes, we 
won the cold war, and we need to get 
on with it and get beyond it. 

D 1530 
Second, he pointed out the need for a 

treaty compliant system. I would sug
gest to my colleagues the only way you 
could have a treaty compliant national 
ballistic missile defense system would 
be if it were, A, ground based, and, B, 
only at one site. 

Question: What do you gain with the 
national ballistic missile defense at 
one site? I would suggest if you are 
going to have a system that goes be
yond one site, then you have to violate 
the ABM Treaty. So there is no such 
thing as a treaty compliant national 
ballistic missile defense system, if in
deed you are going to go out there and 
develop a level of protection that, 
given those notions about the threat, 
make sense. 

Third, we need to look at what is in
deed the threat. We as Members of this 
body who represent the American peo
ple have to ask the question, What is 
the nature of the nuclear threat? Are 
we more likely to receive an ICBM 
from some Third World country or are 
we more likely to have a weapon 
backpacked into this country? If the 
answer is the latter, then a national 
ballistic missile defense system, treaty 
compliant or not, is bizarre in the ex
treme. 

I would like to now turn to a com
ment made by my distinguished col
league and member of the committee, 
the gentleman from Colorado, who 
quoted the Secretary of Defense re
garding the outyear numbers. 

The gentleman from Colorado is ab
solutely correct in his articulation of 
the comments made by the Secretary 
of Defense, Mr. Aspin, regarding the 
outyear numbers. But what I think the 
gentleman also to point out is what the 
Secretary of Defense said after he 
made those remarks. He said, A, we did 
not have time to develop a thorough 
analysis that would rationalize or jus
tify our outyear numbers. I believe this 
is virtually a verbatim quote, but let 
me at least paraphrase it: I will be 
back next year with a military budget 
in fiscal year 1994 for the next 5 years 
based on a bottom-up review that 
would then put the stamp of the Clin
ton administration on the outyear fig
ures. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is important 
to add that quote in. 

Finally, let me just make a few gen
eral observations. 

Mr. Chairman, for the next 3 or 4 
days we are going to debate an impor
tant piece of legislation, H.R. 2401, the 
natfonal defense authorization bill for 
fiscal year 1994. In so doing I would like 
to say to my colleagues that the world 
has changed. The cold war is over, the 
Berlin Wall is down, the Warsaw Pact 
no longer exists, and the Soviet Union 
has dissipated. 

Just a few short months ago many of 
us would not have contemplated these 
realities. But, indeed, the world has 
changed. Based on those changes, we 
now must reach to new thoughts, new 
ideas. I would suggest to new para
digms. 

This is an incredible moment. This is 
a moment pregnant with great poten
tial, to begin to rethink America's na
tional security needs in a rapidly 
changing world. 

Mr. Chairman, the question that lie 
before us, not only in the next 4 days, 
but in the next several months and the 
next few years, are as follows: what 
should be our new definition of na
tional security in a post-cold-war 
world? What is indeed the nature of the 
threat out there, not politically de
fined, but objectively arrived at? What 
should be an appropriate rate of 
drawdown that would be responsible 
and that indeed would make sense? 
What level of troop force is necessary 
in this rapidly changing world based on 
a new threat assessment? What weap
ons indeed do we need as we march to
ward the 21st century? How do we 
maintain an appropriate industrial 
base in a post-cold-war world? How do 
we really engage in economic conver
sion as we convert from a $300 billion 
military budget based on cold war as
sumptions to a reduced military budget 
in a post-cold-war world? 

It is easy to give a speech about con
verting from building B-2 bombers to 
building efficient mass transit systems, 
or converting from building other nu
clear weapons to enhancing the quality 
of human life. It is another thing to do 
it in reality. 

These are hard questions, hard 
thoughts, hard ideas, that require our 
best thinking, that require the best of 
us as we move forward in this debate. 

How do we effectively engage in toxic 
waste cleanup and environmental res
toration? How do we responsibly close 
military bases and help those comm u
ni ties adversely affected, help those ci
vilians who lose their jobs, and help 
those military personnel whose careers 
now must be rapidly changed? What is 
the new definition of force in a post
cold-war world? What is the new defini
tion of the use of force in a post-cold
war world? 

Mr. Chairman, these are questions 
that we_ must address. I would hope 

that all of us in the course of the next 
several days will rise to our highest 
and rise to our best. This country is in 
desperate trouble. There are millions 
of people unemployed; there are chil
dren undereducated; there are senior 
citizens leading miserable lives; there 
are people desperately in need of 
health care; there are urban commu
nities in disarray. There are a myriad 
of problems that have to be solved, and 
we have to figure out how to balance 
the priori ties. 

The world no longer needs America 
spending $300 billion a year. The world 
no longer needs us building more nu
clear weapons that have only one pur
pose, to destroy human life, as we com
municate to our children that it is 
more important to build heinous weap
ons systems than it is to enhance the 
quality of their life. 

So I hope in the course of these next 
several days as we debate H.R. 2401 
that we do it with dignity, we do it 
with honor, and we do it with great 
reason and .great dispatch, because the 
world awaits what we do and our peo
ple in this country await what we do. 

Mr. Chairman, with those remarks, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempo re (Mr. 
DURBIN). All time for general debate 
has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the committee 
amendment in the nature of a sub
stitute printed in the reported bill is 
considered as an original bill for the 
purpose of amendment and is consid
ered as read. 

The text of the committee amend
ment in the nature of a substitute is as 
follows: 

R.R. 2401 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep

resentatives of the . United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the "National De
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994". 
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS; 

TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) D1v1s10Ns.-This Act is organized into 

three divisions as follows: 
(1) Division A-Department of Defense Au

thorizations. 
(2) Division B-Military Construction Author

izations. 
(3) Division C-Department of Energy Na

tional Security Authorizations and Other Au
thorizations. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.-The table of con
tents for this Act is as fallows: 
Sec. 1. Short title. 
Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions; table 

of contents. 
Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees de

fined. 
DIVISION A-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

AUTHORIZATIONS 
TITLE I-PROCUREMENT 

Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 101. Army. 
Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps. 
Sec. 103. Air Force. 
Sec. 104. Defense-wide activities. 
Sec. 105. Defense Inspector General. 
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Sec. 106. Defense Health Program. 
Sec. 107. Reserve components. 
Sec. 108. Chemical demilitarization program. 
Sec. 109. National Shipbuilding Initiative. 
Sec. 110. Denial of multiyear procurement au

thorization. 
Subtitle B-Army Programs 

Sec. 111. Procurement of helicopters. 
Sec. 112. TOW missile program. 

Subtitle C-Navy Programs 
Sec. 121. DDG-51 destroyer and fast sealift pro

grams. 
Sec. 122. Attack submarine programs. 
Sec. 123. Long-term lease authority for certain 

vessels. 
Subtitle D-Air Force Programs (Nonstrategic) 

Sec. 131. lntertheater airlift program. 
Sec. 132. RC-135 aircraft program. 

Subtitle E-Strategic Programs 
Sec. 151. B-2 bomber aircraft program. 
Sec. 152. B-1 bomber aircraft program. 
Sec. 153. Trident II (D-5) missile procurement. 
Sec. 154. Prohibition on retrofitting Trident I 

submarines to carry Trident II 
(D-5) missiles. 

Subtitle F-Other Matters 
Sec. 171. Chemical munitions disposal facilities, 

Tooele Army Depot, Utah. 
Sec. 172. Authority to convey Los Alamos dry 

dock. 
Sec. 173. Sales authority of certain working

capital funded industrial facilities 
of the Army. 

TITLE II-RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST, AND EVALUATION 
Subtitle A-Authorizations 

Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 202. Manufacturing technology develop

ment. 
Subtitle B-Program Requirements, Restrictions, 

and Limitations 
Sec. 211. Demonstration program for ballistic 

missile post-launch destruct mech
anism. 

Sec. 212. Funding for certain tactical intel
ligence programs. 

Sec. 213. Federally Funded Research and De
velopment Centers. 

Sec. 214. High Performance Computer Mod
ernization Program. 

Sec. 215. High Performance Computing and 
Communication Initiative. 

Sec. 216. Superconducting Magnetic Energy 
Storage (SMES) program. 

Sec. 217. Single stage rocket technology. 
Sec. 218. Advanced anti-radiation guided mis

sile. 
Sec. 219. DP-2 Vectored Thrust Technology 

Demonstration Project. 
Sec. 220. Advanced Self Protection Jammer 

(ASP!) Program. 
Sec. 221. Electronic combat systems testing. 
Sec. 222. Limitation on Department of Defense 

missile launches for test purposes. 
Sec. 223. B-1 bomber aircraft program. 

Subtitle C-Missile Defense Programs 
Sec. 231. Funding for fiscal year 1994. 
Sec. 232. Report on allocation of funds. 
Sec. 233. Transfer authorities for Ballistic Mis

sile Defense. 
Sec. 234 . Revisions to Missile Defense Act of 

1991. 
Sec. 235. Patriot Advanced Capability-3 theater 

missile defense system. 
Sec. 236. Development and testing of anti-ballis

tic missile systems or components 
to be carried out in accordance 
with traditional interpretation of 
Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty. 

Sec. 237. Theater missile defense road map. 

Sec. 238. Additional BMD programs. 
Sec. 239. Report on national missile defense 

cost. 
Sec. 240. Theater missile defense interceptor 

testing. 
Sec. 241. Arrow Tactical Anti-Missile program. 
Sec. 242. Extension of prohibition on testing 

Mid-Infrared Advanced Chemical 
Laser against an object in space. 

Sec. 243. Technical amendments to reflect redes
ignation of Strategic Defense Ini
tiative Organization. 

Subtitle D-Women's Health Research 
Sec. 251. Defense Women's Health Research 

Center. 
Sec. 252. Continuation of army breast cancer 

research program. 
Sec. 253. Inclusion of women and minorities in 

clinical research projects. 
Sec. 254. Report on research relating to female 

members of the uniformed services 
and female covered beneficiaries. 

Subtitle E-Other Matters 
Sec. 261. Repeal of requirement for study by Of

fice of Technology Assessment. 
Sec. 262. Comprehensive independent study of 

national cryptography policy. 
Sec. 263. Review of assignment of defense re

search and development cat
egories. 

Sec. 264. One-year delay in transfer of manage
ment responsibility for Navy mine 
countermeasures program. 

Sec. 265. Strategic Environmental Research and 
Development Program. 

TITLE Ill-OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 

Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 
Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance funding. 
Sec. 302. Working capital funds. 
Sec. 303. Armed Forces Retirement Home. 
Sec. 304. Transfer from National Defense Stock

pile Fund. 
Subtitle B-Limitations 

Sec. 311. Notification requirement prior to 
transfer of certain funds. 

Sec. 312. Extension of limitation on the use of 
certain funds for Pentagon Res
ervation. 

Sec. 313. Prohibition on operation of the Naval 
Air Station, Bermuda. 

Sec. 314. Limitation on the use of appropriated 
funds for Department of Defense 
golf courses. 

Sec. 315. Codification of prohibition on the use 
of certain cost comparison studies. 

Sec. 316. Location of certain prepositioning fa
cilities. 

Sec. 317. Use of funds for Navy depot backlog. 
Sec. 318. Limitation on use of funds for Trident 

submarine force. 
Sec. 319. Limitation on obligation of funds in 

connection with upgrades or re
pairs at the Army Reserve Facility 
in Marcus Hook, Pennsylvania. 

Sec. 320. Prohibition on contracts with the 
Bahrain Ship Repairing and En
gineering Company for ship re
pair. 

Sec. 321. Limitation on chartering of vessels on 
which reflagging or conversion 
work has been performed in a for
eign shipyard. 

Sec. 322. One-year prohibition on reduction of 
force structure for reserve compo
nent special operations forces. 

Sec. 323. Prohibition on joint use of Selfridge 
Air National Guard Base, Michi
gan, with civil aviation. 

Subtitle C-Def ense- Wide Funds 
Sec. 331. Prohibition on use of Defense Business 

Operations Fund . 

Sec. 332. Classification of certain competitive 
and noncompetitive activities of 
the Department of Defense; Non
competitive Rates Board. 

Sec. 333. Competitive and Regulated Business 
Operations Funds. 

Sec. 334. Extension of limitation on obligation 
against Defense Business Oper
ations Fund. 

Subtitle D-Depot-Level Activities 

Sec. 341. Department of Defense depot task 
force. 

Sec. 342. Retention of depot-level maintenance 
workload management by the 
military departments. 

Sec. 343. Prohibition on performance of depot
level support primarily by non
Government personnel. 

Sec. 344. Prohibition on performance of certain 
depot-level work by foreign con
tractors. 

Sec. 345. Modification of limitation on the per
formance of depot-level mainte
nance of materiel. 

Sec. 346. Clarification of limitation on the per
! ormance of depot-level mainte
nance of materiel for new weapon 
systems. 

Subtitle E-Commissaries and Military 
Exchanges 

Sec. 351. Expansion and clarification of com
missary and exchange benefits. 

Sec. 352. Prohibition on operation of com
missary stores by active duty 
members of the Armed Forces. 

Sec. 353. Modernization of automated data 
processing capability of the De
fense Commissary Agency. 

Sec. 354. Operation of Stars and Stripes book
stores by the military exchanges. 

Sec. 355. Availab:lity of funds for Nexcom relo
cation expenses. 

Subtitle F-Other Matters 

Sec. 361. Emergency and extraordinary expense 
authority for the Inspector Gen
eral of the Department of Defense. 

Sec. 362. Authority for civilian army employees 
to act on reports of survey. 

Sec. 363. Extension of guidelines for reductions 
in civilian positions. 

Sec. 364. Authority to extend mailing privileges. 
Sec. 365. Extension and modification of pilot 

program to use National Guard 
personnel in medically under
served communities. 

Sec. 366. Amendments to the Armed Forces Re
tirement Home Act of 1991. 

Sec. 367. Required payment date under Prompt 
Payment Act for procurement of 
baked goods. 

Sec. 368. Provision of facilities and services of 
the Department of Defense to cer
tain educational entities. 

Sec. 369. Modification of restriction on repair of 
certain vessels the homeport of 
which is planned for reassign
ment. 

Sec. 370. Escorts and flags for civilian employ
ees who die while se mg in an 
armed conflict with the Amied 
Forces. 

Sec. 371. Maintenance of Pacific buttle monu
. ments. 

Sec. 372. Exclusive use of aircraft carrier for 
full-time training. 

Sec. 373. Report on certain educational ar
rangements for children residing 
on military installations in the 
United States. 

Sec. 374. One-year extension of certain pro
grams. 



20260 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE September 8, 1993 
Subtitle G-Environmental Provisions 

Sec. 381. Modification of annual report on envi
ronmental restoration and compli
ance by the Department of De
fense. -

Sec. 382. Indemnification of transferees of clos
ing defense property. 

TITLE JV-MILITARY PERSONNEL 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

Subtitle A-Active Forces 

Sec. 401. End strengths for active forces. 
Subtitle B-Reserve Forces 

Sec. 411. End strengths for Selected Reserve. 
Sec. 412. End strengths for reserves on active 

duty in support of the reserves. 
Sec. 413. Increase in number of members in cer

tain grades authorized to be on 
active duty in support of the re
serves. 

Sec. 414. Force structure allowance for Army 
National Guard. 

Sec. 415. Personnel level for Navy Craft of Op
portunity (COOP) Program. 

Subtitle C-Military Training Student Loads 

Sec. 421. Authorization of training student 
loads. 

Sec. 422. Student loads at war colleges and at 
command and general staff col
leges. 

Subtitle D-Authorization of Appropriations 
Sec. 431. Authorization of appropriations for 

military personnel. 

TITLE V-MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY 
Subtitle A-Active Components 

Sec. 501. Years of service for eligibility for sepa
ration pay for regular officers in
voluntarily discharged. 

Sec. 502. Extension of eligibility for voluntary 
separation incentive and special 
separation benefits programs. 

Sec. 503. Eligibility for involuntary separation 
benefits. 

Sec. 504. Two-year extension of authority for 
temporary promotion of certain 
Navy lieutenants. 

Sec. 505. Officers ineligible for consideration by 
early retirement boards. 

Sec. 506. Remedy for ineffective counseling oi 
officers discharged following se
lection by early discharge boards. 

Subtitle B-Reserve Components 
Sec. 511. Expansion of Selected Reserve call-up 

period from 90 days to 180 days. 
Sec. 512. Number of full-time reserve personnel 

who may be assigned to ROTC 
duty. 

Sec. 513. Repeal of mandated reduction in Army 
Reserve component full-time man
ning end strength. 

Sec. 514. Two-year extension of certain Reserve 
Officer Management Programs. 

Sec. 515. Cadre divisions. 
Sec. 516. Test program for Reserve Combat Ma

neuver Unit integration. 
Sec. 517. Revisions to pilot program for active 

component support of the re
serves. 

Sec. 518. Revision of certain deadlines under 
Army Guard combat reform initia
tive. 

Sec. 519. Annual report on implementation of 
Army National Guard reform ini
tiative. 

Sec. 520. FFRDC study of State and Federal 
missions of the National Guard. 

Sec. 521. Educational assistance for graduate 
programs for members of the Se
lected Reserve. 

Sec. 522. Transition benefits for Coast Guard 
Reserve. 

Subtitle C-Warrant Officers 
Sec. 531. Authorization for involuntary separa

tion of certain regular warrant of
ficers . 

Sec. 532. Determination of service for warrant 
officer retirement sanctuary. 

Subtitle D-Women in the Service 
Sec. 541. Repeal of the statutory restriction on 

the assignment of women in the 
Navy and Marine Corps. 

Sec. 542. Gender-neutral occupational perform
ance standards. 

Sec. 543. Notice to Congress of changes to 
ground combat exclusion policy. 

Subtitle E-Victims' Rights and Family 
Advocacy 

Sec. 551 . Mandatory arrests by military law en
forcement officials when called to 
scenes of domestic violence. 

Sec. 552. Improved procedures for notification 
of victims and witnesses of status 
of prisoners in military correc
tional facilities. 

Sec. 553. Study of stalking by persons subject to 
UCMJ. 

Sec. 554. Transitional compensation for depend
ents of members of the armed 
forces discharged for dependent 
abuse. 

Subtitle F-Matters Relating to Military Justice 
Sec. 561. Improved right of appeal in court-mar

tial cases. 
Sec. 562. Clarification of punitive UCMJ article 

regarding drunken driving. 
Subtitle G-Other Matters 

Sec. 571. Criteria for closing senior ROTC units. 
Sec. 572. Change in timing of required drug and 

alcohol testing and evaluation of 
applicants for appointment as 
cadet or midshipman and for 
ROTC graduates. 

Sec. 573. Reimbursement requirements for ad
vanced education assistance. 

Sec. 574. Recognition of powers of attorney no-
. tarized by defense notary public. 

Sec. 575. Policy concerning homosexuality in 
the Armed Forces. 

Sec. 576. Foreign language proficiency test pro
gram. 

TITLE VI-COMPENSATION AND OTHER 
PERSONNEL BENEFITS 

Subtitle A-Pay and Allowances 
Sec. 601. Military pay raise for fiscal year 1994. 
Sec. 602. Variable housing allowance for cer

tain members who are required to 
pay child support and who are as
signed to sea duty. 

Sec. 603. Pay for students at service academy 
preparatory schools. 

Sec. 604. Advance payments in connection with 
the evacuation of members and 
dependents of members from des
ignated places. 

Subtitle B-Bonuses and Special and Incentive 
Pays 

Sec. 611. Permanent authority for certain bo
nuses and special pay for nurse 
officer candidates, registered 
nurses and nurse anesthetists. 

Sec. 612. Extension and modification of certain 
Selected Reserve bonuses. 

Sec. 6I3. Extensions of authorities relating to 
payment of other bonuses and 
special pays. 

Subtitle C-Travel and Transportation 
Allowances 

Sec. 621. Authorization of payment or collection 
due to fluctuations of foreign cur
rency incurred by certain military 
members. 

Subtitle D-Other Matters 

Sec. 631. Definition of dependent for purposes 
of allowances to include certain 
unmarried persons in the legal 
custody of a member or former 
member. 

Sec. 632. Clarification of eligibility for tuition 
assistance. 

TITLE VII-HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS 

Subtitle A-Health Care Services 

Sec. 701. Primary and preventive health-care 
services for women. 

Sec. 702. Definition of dependent for purposes 
of medical and dental coverage to 
include certain unmarried persons 
in the legal custody of a member 
or former member. 

Subtitle B-Health Care Management 

Sec. 711. Extension and revision of specialized 
treatment services program. 

Sec. 712. Codification of CHAMPUS peer review 
organization program procedures. 

Sec. 713. Federal preemption regarding con
tracts for medical and dental care. 

Sec. 714. Delay of termination effective date for 
Un if armed Services Treatment Fa
cilities. 

Sec. 715. Managed-care delivery and reimburse
ment model for the Un if armed 
Services Treatment Facilities. 

Sec. 716. Clarification of conditions on expan
sion of CHAMPUS reform initia
tive to other locations. 

Sec. 717. Increased flexibility for personal serv
ice contracts in military medical 
treatment facilities. 

Sec. 718. Expansion of the program for the col
lection of health care costs from 
third-party payers. 

Sec. 719. Alternative resource allocation method 
for medical facilities of the uni
formed services. 

Sec. 720. Use of health maintenance organiza
tion model as option for military 
health care. 

Sec. 721. Authorization for automated medical 
record capability to be included in 
medical information system. 

Subtitle C-Other Matters 

Sec. 731. Award of constructive service credit 
for advanced health professional 
degrees. 

Sec. 732. Clarification of authority for graduate 
student program of the Un if armed 
Services University of the Health 
Sciences. 

Sec. 733. Authority for the Armed Forces Insti
tute of Pathology to obtain addi
tional distinguished pathologists 
and scientists. 

Sec. 734. Report on the provision of health-care 
services to women. 

Sec. 735. Sense of Congress regarding the inclu
sion of chiropractic care as a type 
of health care authorized under 
CHAM PUS. 

TITLE VIII-ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI
SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED 
MATTERS 

Subtitle A-Acquisition Assistance Programs 

Sec. 801. Defense Procurement Technical Assist
ance Program. 

Sec. 802. Historically Black colleges and univer
sities. 

Subtitle B-Provisions to Streamline Defense 
Acquisition Laws 

Sec. 811. Repeal and amendment of obsolete, re
dundant, or otherwise unneces
sary laws applicable to Depart
ment of Defense generally. 
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Sec. 812. 

Sec. 813. 

Sec. 814. 

Sec. 815. 

Sec. 816. 

Sec. 817. 
Sec. 818. 

Sec. 819. 

Extension to Department of Defense 
generally of certain aCCJUisition 
laws applicable to the Army and 
Air Force. 

Repeal and amendment of certain ac
quisition laws applicable to the 
Army and Air Force. 

Consolidation, repeal, and amendment 
of certain acquisition laws appli
cable to the Navy. 

Additional authority to contract for 
fuel storage and management. 

Additional authority relating to the 
acquisition of petroleum. 

Simplified acquisition threshold. 
Procurement of commercial and non

developmental items. 
Technical and clerical amendments. 

Subtitle C-Other Matters 
Sec. 821. Reports on contract bundling. 
Sec. 822. Prohibition on competition between 

depot maintenance activities and 
small businesses for certain main
tenance contracts. 

Sec. 823. Clarification of requirement for domes
tic manufacture of propellers for 
ships funded under the Fast Sea
lift Program. 

Sec. 824. Pilot program to improve pricing poli
cies for use of major range and 
test facility installations of the 
Air Force. 

TITLE IX-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT 

Subtitle A-Office of the Secretary of Defense 
Sec. 901. Enhanced position for Comptroller of 

Department of Defense. 
Sec. 902. New position of Under Secretary of 

Defense for Personnel and Readi
ness. 

Sec. 903. Redesignation of positions of Under 
Secretary and Deputy Under Sec
retary of Defense for Acquisition. 

Sec. 904. Further conforming amendments to 
chapter 4 of title 10, United States 
Code. 

Sec. 905. Director of Operational Test and Eval
uation. 

Subtitle B-Reserve Commands 
Sec. 921. Army Reserve Command. 
Sec. 922. Naval Reserve Command. 
Sec. 923. Marine Corps Reserve Command. 
Sec. 924. Air Force Reserve Command. 

Subtitle C-Professional Military Education 
Sec. 931. Authority for award by National De

fense University of certain master 
of science degrees. 

Sec. 932. Redesignation of Armed Forces Staff 
College. 

Sec. 933. Location for new joint warfighting 
center . 

Sec. 934. Authority to employ civilian faculty 
members at George C. Marshall 
European Center for Security 
Studies. 

Subtitle D-Other Matters 
Sec. 941. Assignment of reserve forces. 
Sec. 942. Moratorium on merger of Space Com

mand and Strategic Command. 
Sec. 943. Security clearances for civilian em

ployees. 
Sec. 944. Program for videotaping of investiga

tive interviews. 
Sec. 945. Flexibility in administering require

ment for annual four percent re
duction in number of personnel 
assigned to headquarters and 
headquarters support activities. 

Sec. 946. Enhanced flexibility relating to re
quirements for service in a joint 
duty assignment. 

Sec. 947. Flexibility for required post-education 
joint duty assignment. 

Sec. 948. Report on options for organizational 
structure for imagery collection 
functions. 

Sec. 949. Report on Department of Defense Bot
tom Up Review. 

TITLE X-GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A-Financial Matters 

Sec. 1001. Transfer authority. 
Sec. 1002. Clarification of scope of authoriza-

tions. 
Sec. 1003. Incorporation of classified annex. 
Sec. 1004. Defense cooperation account . 
Sec. 1005. Global Cooperatives Initiative. 
Sec. 1006. Limitation on transferring defense 

funds to other departments and 
agencies. 

Sec. 1007. Sense of Congress concerning defense 
budget process. 

Subtitle B-Counter-Drug Activities 
Sec. 1021. Department of Defense support for 

counter-drug activities of other 
agencies. 

Sec. 1022. Report on defense counter-drug pro
gram. 

Subtitle C-Other Matters 
Sec. 1031. Procedures for handling war booty. 
Sec. 1032. Award of purple heart to members 

killed or wounded in action by 
friendly fire. 

Sec. 1033. Award of gold star lapel buttons to 
survivors of service members killed 
by terrorist acts. 

Sec. 1034. Extension of authority for certain 
foreign governments to receive ex
cess defense articles. 

Sec. 1035. Codification of provision relating to 
Overseas Workload Program. 

Sec. 1036. Modification of authority to conduct 
National Guard .Civilian Youth 
Opportunities Program. 

Sec. 1037. Sense of Congress concerning meeting 
of interallied confederation of re
serve officers. 

Sec. 1038. Semiannual report on efforts to seek 
compensation from Government of 
Peru for death and wounding of 
certain United States servicemen. 

Sec. 1039. Basing for C-130 aircraft. 
Sec. 1040. Memorial to U.S.S. Indianapolis. 
Sec. 1041. Congressional notification when 

United States forces are placed 
under operational control of a 
foreign nation. 

Sec. 1042. Identification of service in Vietnam 
in the computerized index of the 
National Personnel Records Cen
ter. 

TITLE XI-CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL 
WEAPONS DEFENSE 

Sec. 1101. Designation of Army as executive 
agent for chemical and biological 
warfare defense programs. 

Sec. 1102. Requirement for single oversight of
fice for chemical-biological de
fense programs within the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense. 

Sec. 1103. Consolidation of chemical and bio
logical defense training activities. 

Sec. 1104. Annual report on chemical and bio
logical warfare defense. 

Sec. 1105. Preparations for implementation of 
the chemical weapons convention. 

Sec. 1106. Sense of Congress concerning re
sponse to terrorist threats. 

Sec. 1107. Sense of Congress concerning other 
chemical and biological defense 
matters. 

Sec. 1108. International cooperation program. 
Sec. 1109. Agreements to provide support to vac

cination programs of Department 
of Health and Human Services. 

TITLE XII-COOPERATIVE THREAT RE
DUCTION WITH STATES OF FORMER SO
VIET UNION 

Sec. 1201. Short title. 

Sec. 1202. Findings on cooperative threat reduc
tion. 

Sec. 1203. Authority for programs to facilitate 
cooperative threat reduction. 

Sec. 1204. Funding for fiscal year 1994. 
Sec. 1205. Prior notice to Congress of obligation 

of funds. 
Sec. 1206. Authorization for additional fiscal 

year 1993 assistance to the inde
pendent states of the farmer So
viet Union. 

Sec . 1207. Semiannual report. 
Sec. 1208. Definition. 

TITLE XIII-DEFENSE CONVERSION, REIN
VESTMENT, AND TRANSITION ASSIST
ANCE 

Sec. 1301. Short title. 
Sec. 1302. Funding of defense conversion, rein

vestment, and transition assist
ance programs for fiscal year 1994. 

Sec. 1303. Annual report on defense conversion , 
reinvestment, and transition as
sistance programs. 

Subtitle A-Defense Technology Reinvestment 
Projects 

Sec. 1311. Funding of defense technology rein
vestment projects for fiscal year 
1994. 

Sec. 1312. Repeal and amendment of certain 
provisions relating to defense 
technology and industrial base, 
reinvestment, and conversion. 

Sec. 1313. Expansion of objectives of defense 
technology reinvestment projects. 

Sec. 1314. Defense technology reinvestment 
projects for fiscal year 1994. 

Sec. 1315. Expansion of purposes of defense ad
vanced manufacturing technology 
partnerships. 

Sec. 1316. Defense dual-use assistance extension 
program. 

Sec. 1317. Consistency in financial commitment 
requirements of non-Federal gov
ernment participants in tech
nology reinvestment projects. 

Subtitle B-Community Adjustment and 
Assistance Programs 

Sec. 1321. Adjustment and diversification assist
ance for States and local govern
ments from the Office of Economic 
Adjustment. 

Sec. 1322. Assistance for communities adversely 
affected by catastrophic or mul
tiple base closures or realign
ments. 

Sec. 1323. Continuation of pilot project to im
prove economic adjustment plan
ning. 

Sec. 1324. Consideration of local and regional 
economic needs as part of the dis
position of real property and fa
cilities under base closure laws. 

Sec. 1325. Shipyard conversion and reuse stud
ies. 

Subtitle C-Personnel Adjustment, Education, 
and Training Programs 

Sec. 1331. Continuation of teacher and teach
er's aide placement programs. 

.Sec. 1332. Programs to place separated members 
of the Armed Forces in employ
ment positions with law enforce
ment agencies and health care 
providers. 

Sec. 1333. Grants to institutions of higher edu
cation to provide education and 
training in environmental restora
tion to dislocated defense workers 
and young adults. 

Sec. 1334. Revision to improvements to employ
ment and training assistanct for 
dislocated workers. 
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Sec. 1335. Demonstration program for the train

ing of recently discharged veter
ans for employment in construc
tion and in hazardous waste re
mediation. 

Sec. 1336. Service members occupational conver
sion and training. 

Subtitle D-Other Matters 
Sec. 1341. Encouragement of industrial diver

sification planning for certain de
fense contractors. 

Sec. 1342. Encouragement for the purchase or 
lease of vehicles producing zero or 
very low exhaust emissions. 

Sec. 1343. Revision to requirements for notice to 
contractors upon proposed or ac
tual termination of defense pro
grams. 

Subtitle E-National Shipbuilding Initiative 
Sec. 1351. Short title. 
Sec. 1352. National shipbuilding initiative. 
Sec. 1353. Department of Defense program man

agement through Advanced Re
search Projects Agency. 

Sec. 1354. Advanced Research Projects Agency 
functions. 

Sec. 1355. Eligible shipyards. 
Sec. 1356. Loan guarantees for export vessels. 
Sec. 1357. Loan guarantees for shipyard mod-

ernization and improvement. 
Sec. 1358. Funding for certain loan guarantee 

commitments for fiscal year 1994. 
Sec. 1359. Authorizations of appropriations. 
TITLE XIV-NATIONAL COMMISSION ON 

ROLES AND MISSIONS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES 

Sec. 1401. Short title. 
Sec. 1402. Findings. 
Sec. 1403. Establishment of Commission. 
Sec. 1404. Duties of Commission. 
Sec. 1405. Reports. 
Sec. 1406. Powers. 
Sec. 1407. Commission procedures. 
Sec. 1408. Personnel matters. 
Sec. 1409. Miscellaneous administrative provi

sions. 
Sec. 1410. Payment of Commission expenses. 
Sec. 1411. Termination of the Commission. 

DIVISION B-MILITAR.Y CONSTRUCTION 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

Sec. 2001. Short title. 
TITLE XXI-ARMY 

Sec. 2101. Authorized Army construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2102. Family housing. 
Sec. 2103. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2104. Authorization of appropriations, 

Army. 
TITLE XX/l-NAVY 

Sec. 2201. Authorized Navy construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2202. Family housing. 
Sec. 2203. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2204. Authorization of appropriations, 

Navy. 
TITLE XX/II-AIR FORCE 

Sec. 2301. Authorized Air Force construction 
and land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2302. Family housing . 
Sec. 2303. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2304. Authorization of appropriations, Air 

Force. 
Sec. 2305. Relocation of Air Force activities 

from Sierra Army Depot, Califor
nia, tO Beale Air Force Base, Cali
fornia. 

Sec. 2306. Combat arms training and mainte
nance facility relocation from 
Wheeler Air Force Base, Hawaii, 
to United States Army Schofield 
Barracks Open Range, Hawaii. 

Sec. 2307. Authority to transfer funds as part of 
the improvement of Dysart Chan
nel, Luke Air Force Base, Ari
zona. 

Sec. 2308. Authority to transfer funds for school 
construction for Lackland Air 
Force Base, Texas. 

Sec. 2309. Authority to transfer funds as part of 
the replacement family housing 
project at Scott Air Force Base, Il
linois. 

TITLE XXIV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 
Sec. 2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con

struction and land acquisition 
projects. 

Sec. 2402. Energy conservation projects. 
Sec. 2403. Authorization of appropriations, De

fense Agencies. 
TITLE XXV-NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 

ORGANIZATION INFRASTRUCTURE 
Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction and 

land acquisition projects. 
Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations, 

NATO. 
TITLE XXVI-GUARD AND RESERVE 

FORCES FACILITIES 
Sec. 2601. Authorized Guard and Reserve con

struction and land acquisition 
projects. 

Sec. 2602. Termination of authority to carry out 
land acquisition for Army Na
tional Guard Training Area in 
Muskingum County, Ohio. 

TITLE XXVII-EXPIRATION AND 
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS 

Sec. 2701. Expiration of authorizations and 
amounts required to be specified 
by law. 

Sec. 2702. Extension of authorizations of cer
tain fiscal year 1991 projects. 

Sec. 2703. Extension of authorizations of cer
tain fiscal year 1990 projects. 

Sec. 2704. Effective date. 
TITLE XXVIII-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Subtitle A-Military Construction Program and 
Military Family Housing Changes 

Sec. 2801. Increase in the maximum amount au
thorized to be obligated for emer
gency construction in a fiscal 
year. 

Sec. 2802. Military family housing leasing pro
grams. 

Sec. 2803. Sale of electricity from alternate en
ergy and cogeneration production 
facilities. 

Sec. 2804. Energy savings at military installa
tions. 

Sec. 2805. Authorization to acquire existing fa
cilities in lieu of carrying out con
struction authorized by law. 

Sec. 2806. Clarification of participation in De
partment of State housing pools. 

Sec. 2807. Navy housing invest:ment agreements 
and Housing Investment Board. 

Subtitle B-Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment 

Sec. 2811. Base closure account management 
flexibility. 

Sec. 2812. Authority to contract for certain 
functions at installations being 
closed or realigned. 

Sec. 2813. Increased funding sources for envi
ronmental restoration at military 
installations to be closed. 

Sec. 2814. Testimony before Defense Base Clo
sure and Realignment Commis
sion. 

Sec. 2815. Expansion of conveyance authority 
regarding financial facilities on 
closed military installations to in
clude all depository institutions. 

Sec. 2816. Authority to transfer property at 
military installations to be closed 
to persons paying the cost of envi
ronmental restoration activities 
on the property. 

Sec. 2817. Authority to lease property pending 
final disposition. 

Sec. 2818. Electric power allocation and eco
nomic development at certain mili
tary installations to be closed in 
the State of California. 

Subtitle C-Land Transactions 
Sec. 2821. Modification of land conveyance, 

New London, Connecticut. 
Sec. 2822. Land conveyance, Broward County, 

Florida. 
Sec. 2823. Land conveyance, Naval Air Station, 

Oceana, Virginia. 
Sec. 2824. Release of reversionary interest, Old 

Spanish Trail Armory, Harris 
County, Texas. 

Sec. 2825. Lease and joint use of certain real 
property, Marine Corps Base, 
Camp Pendleton, California. 

Sec. 2826. Land conveyance, Craney Island 
Fuel Depot, Naval Supply Center, 
Virginia. 

Sec. 2827. Land conveyance, Portsmouth, Vir
ginia. 

Sec. 2828. Transfer of natural gas distribution 
system at Fort Belvoir, Virginia, 
to the Washington Gas Company. 

Sec. 2829. Transfer of water distribution system 
at Fort Lee, Virginia, to the 
American Water Company. 

Sec. 2830. Transfer of waste water treatment fa
cility at Fort Pickett, Virginia, to 
Blackstone. Virginia. 

Sec. 2831. Transfer of water distribution system 
and reservoir at Stewart Army 
Subpost to New Windsor, New 
York. 

Sec. 2832. Expansion of land transaction au
thority involving Hunters Point 
Naval Shipyard, San Francisco, 
California. 

Sec. 2833. Modification of lease authority, 
Naval Supply Center, Oakland, 
California. 

Sec. 2834. Land conveyance, Iowa Army Ammu
nition Plant, Iowa. 

Sec. 2835. Transfer of electric power distribu
tion system at Naval Air Station, 
Alameda, California, to the City 
of Alameda Bureau of Electricity . 

Subtitle D-Other Matters 
Sec. 2841. Flood control project. 
Sec. 2842. UBe of Army Corps of Engineers to 

manage military construction 
projects in Hawaii. 

Sec. 2843. Special rule for military construction 
on certain lands in the State of 
Hawaii. 

DIVISION C-DEPAR.TMENT OF ENERGY 
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS 
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 
TITLE XXXI-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 
Subtitle A-National Security Programs 

Authorizations 
Sec. 3101. Weapons activities. 
Sec. 3102. Environmental restoration and waste 

management. 
Sec. 3103. Nuclear materials support and other 

defense programs. 
.Sec. 3104. Defense nuclear waste disposal. 
Sec. 3105. Funding uses and limitations. 

Subtitle B-Recurring General Provisions 
Sec. 3121. Reprogramming. 
Sec. 3122. Limits on general plant projects. 
Sec. 3123. Limits on construction projects. 
Sec. 3124. Fund transfer authority. 
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Sec. 3125. Authority for construction design. 
Sec. 3126. Authority for emergency planning, 

design, and construction activi
ties. 

Sec. 3127. Funds available for all national secu
rity programs of the Department 
of Energy. 

Sec. 3128. Availability of funds. 
Subtitle C-Other Provisions 

Sec. 3131. Improved Congressional oversight of 
D epartment of Energy special ac
cess programs. 

Sec. 3132. Baseline environmental management 
reports. 

Sec. 3133. Expansion of authority to loan per-
sonnel and facilities. 

Sec. 3134. Modification of payment provision. 
Sec. 3135. Stockpile stewardship program. 
Sec. 3136. Counter-prolifer:ation program. 
Sec. 3137. Limitations on the receipt and stor

age of spent nuclear fuel from for
eign research reactors. 

Sec. 3138. Contract goal for small disadvan
taged businesses and certain insti
tutions of higher education. 

TITLE XXXI/-DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILI
TIES SAFETY BOARD AUTHORIZATION 

Sec. 3201. Authorization. 
TITLE XXXIII-NATIONAL DEFENSE 

STOCKPILE 
Sec. 3301. Definitions. 
Sec. 3302. Disposal of obsolete and excess mate

rials contained in the National 
Defense Stockpile. 

Sec. 3303. Modification of notice and wait re
quirements for deviations from 
annual materials plan. 

Sec. 3304. Continuation of limitations on the 
disposal of chromite and man
ganese ores and chromium and 
manganese ferro. 

Sec. 3305. Conversion of chromium ore to high 
purity electrolytic chromium 
metal. 

TITLE XXXIV-CIVIL DEFENSE 
Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 3402. Modernization of the civil defense 

system. 
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES 

DEFINED. 
For purposes of this Act, the term "congres

sional defense committees" means the Commit
tees on Armed Services and the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and House of Rep
resentatives. 

DIVISION A-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

TITLE I-PROCUREMENT 
Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 

SEC. 101. ARMY. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro

priated for fiscal year 1994 for procurement for 
the Army as follows: 

(1) For aircraft, Sl ,506,537,000. 
(2) For missiles, Sl ,084,315,000. 
(3) For weapons and tracked combat vehicles, 

$876 ,997,000. 
(4) For ammunition, $665,466,000. 
(5) For other procurement, $2,946,362,000. 

SEC. 102. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS. 
(a) NAVY.-Funds are hereby authorized to be 

appropriated for fiscal year 1994 for procure
ment for the Navy as fallows: 

(1) For aircraft, $5,759,827,000. 
(2) For weapons, including missiles and tor

pedoes, $2,764,824,000. 
(3) For shipbuilding and conversion, 

$4,160,188,000. 
(4) For other procurement, $2,861,480,000. 
(b) MARINE CORPS.-Funds are hereby author

ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 1994 for 

procurement for the Marine Corps in the 
amount of $471,021,000. 
SEC. 103. AIR FORCE. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro
priated for fiscal year 1994 for procurement for 
the Air Force as follows: 

(1) For aircraft, $7,223,502,000. 
(2) For missiles. $3,620,871,000. 
(3) For other procurement, $7,621,793,000. 

SEC. 104. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro

priated for fiscal year 1994 for defense-wide pro
curement in the amount of $2,177,082,000. 
SEC. 105. DEFENSE INSPECTOR GENERAL. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro
priated for fiscal year 1994 for procurement for 
the Defense Inspector General in the amount of 
$800,000. 
SEC. 106. DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro
priated for fiscal year 1994 for procurement for 
the Defense Health Program in the amount of 
$272' 762 ,000. 
SEC. 107. RESERVE COMPONENTS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro
priated for fiscal year 1994 for procurement of 
aircraft, vehicles, communications equipment, 
and other equipment for the reserve components 
of the Armed Forces as follows: 

(1) For the Army National Guard, $289,675,000. 
(2) For the Air National Guard , $170,000,000. 
(3) For the Army Reserve, $81,300,000. 
(4) For the Naval Reserve, $156,800,000. 
(5) For the Air Force Reserve, $230,000,000. 
(6) For the Marine Corps Reserve, $65,500,000. 

SEC. 108. CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION PRO
GRAM. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro
priated for fiscal year 1994 for the destruction of 
lethal chemical weapons in accordance with sec
tion 1412 of the Department of Defense Author
ization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521), and for the 
destruction of other chemical warfare materials 
that are not in the chemical weapons stockpile 
in the amount of $114,500,000. 
SEC. 109. NATIONAL SHIPBUILDING INITIATIVE. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro
priated for fiscal year 1994 for the National 
Shipbuilding Initiative under subtitle F of title 
XIII of this Act in the amount of $200,000,000. 
SEC. 110. DENIAL OF MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT 

AUTHORIZATION. 
The Secretary of the Navy may not enter into 

a multiyear procurement contract under section 
2306(h) of title JO, United States Code, for the 
F/A-18CID aircraft program. 

Subtitle B-Army Programs 
SEC. 111. PROCUREMENT OF HELICOPTERS. 

(a) AH--64 AIRCRAFT.-The prohibition in sec
tion 132(a)(2) of the National Defense Author
ization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 (Pub
lic Law 101-189; 103 Stat. 1382) does not apply to 
the obligation of funds in amounts not to exceed 
$150,000,000 for the procurement of not more 
than 10 AH--64 aircraft from funds appropriated 
for fiscal year 1994 pursuant to section 101. 

(b) OH-58D AHIP AIRCRAFT.-The prohibition 
in section 133(a)(2) of the National Defense Au
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 
(Public Law 101-189; 103 Stat. 1383) does not 
apply to the obligation of funds in amounts not 
to exceed $225,000,000 for the procurement of not 
more than 36 OH-58D AHIP Scout aircraft from 
funds appropriated for fiscal year 1994 pursuant 
to section 101 . 
SEC. 112. TOW MISSILE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) The Secretary of Defense 
shall terminate the TOW missile program in ac
cordance with this section. 

(2) Except as provided in subsection (b), funds 
appropriated or otherwise made co,vailable to the 
Department of Defense pursuant to this or any 

other Act may not be obligated for the procure
ment of TOW missiles. 

(b) EXCEPT!ONS.-(1) The prohibition in sub
section (a)(2) does not apply to-

( A) the modification of, or the acquisition of 
spare or repair parts for, TOW missiles described 
in paragraph (2); 

(B) completion of new production missiles de
scribed in paragraph (2)( B); and 

(C) the obligation of not more than $75,282,000 
from funds made available pursuant to section 
101(2) for the procuremen t of not more than 
2,000 missiles and for payment of costs necessary 
to terminate the TOW program. 

(2) The missiles referred to in paragraph 
(l)(A) are-

( A) TOW missiles acquired by the Department 
of Defense on or before the date of the enact
ment of this Act; 

(B) TOW new production missiles for which 
funds, other than funds for the procurement of 
long lead items and other advance procurement, 
were obligated before the date of the enactment 
of this Act and which are delivered to the De
partment of Defense on or after that date; and 

(C) 2,000 new production missiles for which 
funds are available in accordance with sub
section (b)(l)(C). 

Subtitle C-Navy Programs 
SEC. 121. DDG-51 DESTROYER AND FAST SEALIFT 

PROGRAMS. 
None of the funds appropriated pursuant to 

section 102 for shipbuilding and conversion for 
the Navy for. fiscal year 1994 may be obligated 
for the DDG-51 guided missile destroyer pro
gram until-

(1) contracts for conversion of seven cargo 
vessels specified under the National Sealift Pro
gram have been awarded; and 

(2) the Secretary of the Navy has transmitted 
to the congressional defense committees notice 
that those contracts have been awarded. 
SEC. 122. ATTACK SUBMARINE PROGRAMS. 

(a) SEA WOLF SUBMARINE PROGRAM COSTS.-(1) 
None of the funds described in subsection (b) 
may be obligated until the Secretary of Defense 
submits to the congressional defense committees 
a report concerning the latest and best estimated 
cost of producing the SSN-21 and SSN-22 
Seawolf attack submarines, determined as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act. The report 
shall state the full cost for production of each 
vessel and shall identify the amount and source 
of funds available to the Navy for each such 
vessel from funds appropriated for fiscal years 
before fiscal year 1994. 

(2) If the report under paragraph (1) discloses 
a shortfall of available funds for either or both 
of the SSN-21 and SSN-22 vessels that is not 
funded by another source identified by the Sec
retary of Defense, the Secretary of Defense 
shall, subject to the provisions of appropriations 
Acts, use the funds described in subsection (b)(l) 
to the extent necessary to complete production 
of those two vessels. 

(b) FUNDS SUBJECT TO L!MITATION.-Funds 
subject to the limitation under subsection (a) are 
the following : 

(1) Any unobligated funds remaining from the 
amount of $540,200,000 originally appropriated 
for fiscal year 1992 for the SSN-21 program and 
made available under Public Law 102-298 for the 
purposes of preserving the industrial base for 
submarine construction (as specified at page 27 
of the report of the committee of conference to 
accompany the conference report on H.R. 4990 
of the 102d Congress (House Report 102-530)). 

(2) Funds appropriated pursuant to section 
201 for research , development, test, and evalua
tion for the Navy for fiscal year 1994 that are 
available for the new SSN (attack submarine) 
program for the research and development 
stages designated as 6.3 and 6.4. 

(c) NEW ATTACK SUBMARINE PROGRAM.- -ln 
addition to the limitation under subsection 
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(a)(l), the funds described in subsection (b)(2) 
may not be obligated until the Secretary of De
fense submits to the congressional defense com
mittees a certification that the Cost and Oper
ational Effectiveness Analysis (COEA) process 
for the new SSN (attack submarine) program 
has been completed. The Secretary shall include 
with such certification a copy of the analysis. 

(d) REPORT ON PROPOSED USE OF FISCAL YEAR 
1992 FUNDS.-(1) In addition to the limitation 
under subsection (a)(l), funds described in sub
section (b)(l) that remain available after any 
use of such funds under subsection (a)(2) may 
not be obligated until the Secretary of Defense 
submits to the congressional defense committees 
a report describing the Secretary's plan for the 
use of those funds and 30 days of continuous 
session of Congress have expired following the 
date on which that report is transmitted to Con
gress. 

(2) For purposes of paragraph (1), the con
tinuity of a session of Congress is broken only 
by an adjournment of the Congress sine die, and 
the days on which either House is not in session 
because of an adjournment of more than 3 days 
to a day certain are excluded in the computa
tion of such 30-day period. 

(e) RETROACTIVE AUTHORIZATION.-The 
amount referred to in subsection (b)(l) shall be 
treated for all purposes as having been author
ized by law for fiscal year 1992 in accordance 
with section 114(a) of title 10, United States 
Code. 
SEC. 123. LONG-TERM LEASE AUTHORITY FOR 

CERTAIN VESSELS. 
(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of the Navy 

may enter into a long-term lease or charter for 
a vessel described in subsection (b) without re
gard to the provisions of section 2401 of title 10, 
United States Code, or section 9081 of the De
partment of Defense Appropriations Act, 1990 
(10 U.S.C. 2401 note). 

(b) COVERED VESSELS.-Subsection (a) applies 
to any double-hull tanker or oceanographic ves
sel constructed in a United States shipyard after 
the date of the enactment of this Act using as
sistance provided under the National Shipbuild
ing Initiative. 

(C) CONDITIONS ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.-A 
contract entered into for a lease or charter pur
suant to subsection (a) shall include the follow
ing provisions: 

(1) A statement that the obligation of the 
United States to make payments under the con
tract in any fiscal year is subject to appropria
tions being provided specifically for that fiscal 
year and specifically for that lease or project. 

(2) A commitment to obligate the necessary 
amount for each fiscal year covered by the con
tract when and to the extent that funds are ap
propriated for that lease or charter for that fis
cal year . 

(3) A statement that such a commitment given 
under the authority of this section does not con
stitute an obligation of the United States. 

(d) DEFINITION.-For purposes of subsection 
(a), the term "long-term lease or charter" has 
the meaning given that term in section 
2401 (d)(l )(A) of title 10, United States Code 
(without regard to subparagraph (B) of that 
section ) . 

Subtitle D-Air Force Programs 
(Nonstrategic) 

SEC. 131. INTERTHEATER AIRLIFT PROGRAM. 
(a) L!MITATION.-None of the funds appro

priated pu rsuant to section 103 for procurement 
of airlift aircraft for the Air Force for fiscal year 
1994 may be obligated until 45 days after the 
date on which the Secretary of Defense submits 
to the congressional defense committees the re
por t ref erred to in subsection (b). 

(b) REPORT REQUIREMENT.-A report under 
subsection (a) is a report in which the Secretary 
of D ef ense provides-

(1) the Secretary's recommendation for the 
aircraft or mix of aircraft to be procured for the 
intertheater airlift mission; and 

(2) the results of the activities under sub
sections (c), (d), and (e). 

(c) ESTABLISHMENT OF INTERTHEATER AIRLIFT 
REQUIREMENTS.-The Secretary of Defense, 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, shall 
establish the qualitative and quantitative inter
theater airlift requirements of the Department of 
Defense. 

(d) COST M·:D OPERATIONAL EFFECTIVENESS 
ANALYSIS.-The Secretary of Defense, after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, shall conduct 
a Cost and Operational Effectiveness Analysis 
to determine the most cost effective intertheater 
airlift alternative to satisfy the requirements es
tablished pursuant to subsection (c). In carrying 
out such analysis, the Secretary-

(]) shall consider all reasonable aircraft and 
mixes of aircraft for the intertheater airlift mis
sion, including procurement of additional C-17 
aircraft, procurement of additional C-5 aircraft, 
procurement of additional C-141 aircraft, carry
ing out a Service-Life Extension Program 
(SLEP) for existing C-141 aircraft, and procure
ment of commercial wide-body aircraft; and 

(2) for the C-17 program, shall include appro
priate restructure (or "work out") costs and the 
expected cost of claims against the Government. 

(e) DAB REVIEW.-After the activities de
scribed in subsections (c) and (d) have been 
completed, the Secretary shall conduct a De
fense Acquisition Board review based on the re
sults under those subsections. 
SEC. 132. RC-135 AIRCRAFT PROGRAM. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 1994 FUNDS.-Of the funds 
authorized to be appropriated in section 103 for 
procurement of aircraft for the Air Force for fis
cal year 1994, $93,200,000 shall be available for 
reengining and modifying two existing C-135 
aircraft to the latest RC- 135 Rivet Joint configu
ration plus improvements necessary to support 
unique Navy requirements. 

(b) FISCAL YEAR 1993 FUNDS.-(1) The amount 
of $56,962,000 made available under section 141 
of the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2338) for modernizing either Navy EP-3 aircraft 
or Air Force RC-135 aircraft shall be made 
available for improvements to existing RC-135 
aircraft as though that aircraft had been se
lected by the Secretary of Defense under section 
141(b)(2) of such Act. 

(2) The amount of $65,700,000 made available 
under section 131(3) of the National Defense Au
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2334) to reengine three existing 
RC-135 aircraft, if the RC-135 was selected by 
the Secretary of Defense under section 141 (b)(2) 
of such Act, shall be made available for RC-135 
reengining as though that aircraft had been so 
selected. 

Subtitle E--Strategic Programs 
SEC. 151. B-2 BOMBER AIRCRAFT PROGRAM. 

(a) AMOUNT FOR PROGRAM.-Of the amount 
appropriated pursuant to section 103 for the Air 
Force for fiscal year 1994 for procurement of air
craft, not more than $911,300,000 may be obli
gated for procurement for the B-2 bomber air
craft program. 

(b) B-2 BUYOUT AND TERMINATION.-The 
funds referred to in subsection (a) may be obli
gated only for the purpose of procurement asso
ciated with closing out the B-2 bomber aircraft 
program, including amounts for procurement of 
spares and parts for that aircraft. 

(c) REAFFIRMATION OF LIMITATION ON NUM
BER OF B-2 AIRCRAFT.-As provided in section 
151(c) of Public Law 102-484 (106 Stat. 2339), the 
Secretary of the Air Force may not procure more 
than 20 deployable B-2 aircraft (plus one test 
aircraft which may not be made operational). 

(d) LIMITATION ON 0BLIGAT/OiV OF FY94 
F UNDS.-None of the funds appropriated pursu-

ant to section 103 for the Air Force for fiscal 
year 1994 may be obligated for the B-2 bomber 
aircraft program until each of the conditions 
specified in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of sec
tion 151(d) of Public Law 102-484 (106 Stat. 
2339), including the condition requiring the en
actment of an Act which permits the obligation 
of certain funds for the procurement of B-2 
bomber aircraft, has been satisfied. 

(e) DENIAL OF INTERIM NEAR-PRECISE MUNI
TIONS PROGRAM.-(1) The Secretary Of the Air 
Force may not use any funds appropriated for 
fiscal year 1994 or any prior fiscal year for the 
development, integration, or acquisition of an 
interim near-precise munitions capability for the 
B-2 aircraft. 

(2) For the purposes of paragraph (1): 
(A) The term "near-precise munitions capabil

ity" means the capability that the Secretary of 
the Air Force has proposed for the B-2 aircraft 
to be produced by the Global Positioning Sys
tem-aided targeting system and Global Position
ing System-aided munitions. 

(B) The term "interim", with respect to a mu
nitions capability for the B-2 aircraft, means a 
capability proposed for the period before the 
availability of the Joint Direct Attack Munition 
for that aircraft. 
SEC. 152. B-1 BOMBER AIRCRAFT PROGRAM. 

(a) INTERIM NEAR-PRECISE MUNITIONS PRO
GRAM.-The Secretary of the Air Force shall ini
tiate a program for the production of Global Po
sitioning System-aided munitions (CAM) for 10 
B-1 bomber aircraft. It shall be the goal of the 
program to achieve an interim near-precise mu
nitions capability on 10 B-1 aircraft by 1996. 

(b) AMOUNT FOR PROGRAM.-Of the amount 
authorized to be appropriated pursuant to sec
tion 103 for the Air Force for fiscal year 1994 for 
procurement of aircraft, $263,355,000 shall be 
available for procurement for B-lB aircraft, of 
which $100,808,000 shall be available for modi
fication of inservice aircraft. Of the amount 
available for modification of inservice aircraft, 
$50,000,000 shall be available for the purchase of 
CAM kits to achieve the munitions capability 
described in subsection (a). 
SEC. 153. TRIDENT II (D-5) MISSILE PROCURE

MENT. 

(a) FINAL PRODUCTION.-Of amounts appro
priated pursuant to section 102 for procurement 
of weapons (including missiles and torpedoes) 
for the Navy for fiscal year 1994-

(1) not more than $983,300,000 may be obli
gated for procurement of Trident II (D-5) mis
siles; and 

(2) not more than $145,251,000 may be obli
gated for advance procurement for production 
of D-5 missiles for a fiscal year after fiscal year 
1994. 

(b) OPTIONS FOR ACHIEVING SLBM WARHEAD 
L!MITATIONS.-Not later than April 1, 1994, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Congress a 
report on options available for achieving the 
limitations on submarine-launched ballistic mis
sile (SLBM) warheads imposed by the ST ART II 
treaty at significantly reduced costs from the 
costs planned during fiscal year 1994. The report 
shall include an examination of the implications 
for those options of further reductions in the 
number of such warheads under further strate
gic arms reduction treaties. 

(c) LIMITATION ON FY94 PRODUCTION AND AD
VA iVCE PROCUREMENT.-None of the funds ap
propriated for the Navy referred to in subsection 
(a) may be obligated for production or advance 
procurement of Trident II (D-5) missiles until 
the later of (1) the date on which the President's 
budget for fiscal year 1995 is submitted to Con
gress pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United 
States Code, or (2) the date on which the report 
required by subsection (b) is received by Con
gress. 
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SEC. 154. PROHIBITION ON RETROFIITING TRI

DENT I SUBMARINES TO CARRY TRI
DENT II (D-6) MISSILES. 

The Secretary of the Navy may not modify 
any Trident I submarine to enable that sub
marine to be deployed with Trident II (D-5) mis
siles. 

Subtitle F-Other Matters 
SEC. 171. CHEMICAL MUNITIONS DISPOSAL FA

CILITIES, TOOELE ARMY DEPOT, 
UTAH. 

(a) LIMITATION PENDING CERTIFICATION.
After January 1, 1994, none of the funds appro
priated to the Department of Defense for fiscal 
year 1993 or 1994 may be obligated for the 
systemization of chemical munitions disposal fa
cilities at Tooele Army Depot, Utah, until the 
Secretary of Defense submits to Congress a cer
tification described in subsection (b). 

(b) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.-A certifi
cation referred to in subsection (a) is a certifi
cation submitted by the Secretary of Defense to 
Congress that-

(1) the recommendations for the realignment 
of Tooele Army Depot contained in the rec
ommendations of the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission approved by the Presi
dent on July 6, 1993, will not jeopardize the 
health, safety, or welfare of the community sur
rounding Tooele Army Depot; and 

(2) adequate base support, management, over
sight, and security personnel to ensure the pub
lic safety in the operation of chemical munitions 
disposal facilities constructed arid operated at 
Tooele Army Depot will remain at that depot 
after the completion of the realignment of that 
depot in accordance with those recommenda
tions. 

(c) SUPPORTING REPORT.-The Secretary of 
Defense shall include with a certification under 
this section a report specifying by job title and 
category all base support, management, over
sight, and security personnel to be retained at 
Tooele Army Depot after the realignment of that 
depot is completed in accordance with the rec
ommendations of the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission referred to in sub
section (b)(l). 

(d) EXCEPTION.-Subsection (a) shall not 
apply if the recommendations of the Defense 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission ap
proved by the President on July 6, 1993, are dis
approved by law enacted in accordance with 
section 2904(b) of the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of 
Public Law 101- 510; JO U.S.C. 2687 note). 
SEC. 172. AUTHORITY TO CONVEY LOS ALAMOS 

DRY DOCK 
(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of the Navy 

may convey to the Brownsville Navigation Dis
trict of Brownsville, Texas, all right, title , and 
interest of the United States in and to the dry 
dock designated as Los Alamos ( AFDB7). 

(b) CONSIDERATION.-As consideration for the 
conveyance under subsection (a), the Browns
ville Navigation District shall permit the Sec
retary of the Navy-

(1) to use real property which is (A) located 
on and near a ship channel , (B) under the own
ership or control of the Brownsville Navigation 
District, and (C) not used by the Brownsville 
Navigation District, except that such use shall 
be only for training purposes and shall be per
mitted for a five-year period beginning on the 
date of the transfer; 

(2) to use such property under paragraph (1) 
without reimbursement from the Secretary of the 
Navy; and 

(3) to use the dock for dockage services, with
out reimbursement from the Secretary of the 
Navy, except that such use shall be for not more 
than 45 days each y ear during the period re
ferred to in paragraph (1) and shall be subject 
to all applicable Federal and State laws , includ
ing laws on maintenance and dredging . 
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(C) EXTENSION OF USE.-At the end of the five
year period referred to in subsection (b)(l), the 
Secretary of the Navy and the chief executive 
officer of the Brownsville Navigation District 
may enter into an agreement to extend the pe
riod during which the Secretary may use real 
property and dockage under subsection (b). 

(d) CONDITION.-As a condition of the convey
ance authorized by subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall enter into an agreement with the Browns
ville Navigation District under which the 
Brownsville Navigation District agrees to hold 
the United States harmless for any claim arising 
with respect to the drydock after the convey
ance of the drydock other than as a result of 
use of the dock by the Navy pursuant to sub
section (b) or an agreement under subsection (c). 
SEC. 173. SALES AUTHORITY OF CERTAIN WORK-

ING-CAPITAL FUNDED INDUSTRIAL 
FACILITIES OF THE ARMY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(]) Chapter 433 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 
"§4543. Army industrial facilities: sales of 

manufactured articles or services outside 
Department of Defense 
"(a) AUTHORITY TO SELL OUTSIDE DOD.

Regulations under section 2208(h) of this title 
shall authorize a working-capital funded Army 
industrial facility (including a Department of 
the Army arsenal) that manufactures large cali
ber cannons, gun mounts, recoil mechanisms, 
ammunition , munitions, or components thereof 
to sell manufactured nondefense-related com
mercial articles or services to a person outside 
the Department of Defense if-

" (1) in the case of an article, the article is sold 
to a United States manufacturer, assembler, de
veloper, or other concern-

"( A) for use in developing new products; 
"(B) for incorporation into items to be sold to, 

or to be used in a contract with, an agency of 
the United States; 

" (C) for incorporation into items to be sold to, 
or to be used in a contract with, or to be used 
for purposes of soliciting a contract with, a 
friendly foreign government; or 

"(D) for use in commercial products; 
"(2) in the case of an article, the purchaser is 

determined by the Department of Defense to be 
qualified to carry out the proposed work involv
ing the article to be purchased; 

"(3) the sale is to be made on a basis that does 
not interfere with performance of work by the 
facility for the Department of Defense or for a 
contractor of the Department of Defense; and 

"(4) in the case of services, the services are re
lated to an article authorized to be sold under 
this section and are to be performed in the Unit
ed States for the purchaser. 

"(b) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.-The regu
lations shall also-

" (1) require that the authority to sell articles 
or services under the regulations be exercised at 
the level of the commander of the major subordi
nate command of the Army with responsibility 
over the facility concerned; 

"(2) authorize a purchaser of articles or serv
ices to use advance incremental funding to pay 
for the articles or services; and 

" (3) in the case of a sale of commercial articles 
or commercial services in accordance with sub
section (a) by a facility that manufactures large 
caliber cannons, gun mounts , or recoil mecha
nisms, or components thereof, authorize such fa
cility-

"(A) to charge the buyer , at a minimum, the 
variable costs that are associated with the com
mercial articles or commercial services sold; 

"(B) to enter into a firm, fixed-price contract 
or , if agreed by the buyer, a cost reimbursement 
contract for the sale; and 

"(C) to develop and maintain (from sources 
other than appropriated funds) working capital 

to be available for paying design costs, planning 
costs, procurement costs, and other costs associ
ated with the commercial articles or commercial 
services sold. 

"(c) RELATIONSHIP TO ARMS EXPORT CONTROL 
ACT.-Nothing in this section shall be construed 
to affect the application of the export controls 
provided for in section 38 of the Arms Export 
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2778) to items which in
corporate or are produced through the use of an 
article sold under this section. 

"(d) DEFINITJONS.-ln this section: 
"(1) The term 'commercial article' means an 

article that is usable for a nondef ense purpose. 
"(2) The term 'commercial service' means a 

service that is usable for a nondefense purpose. 
"(3) The term 'advance incremental funding', 

with respect to a sale of articles or services, 
means a series of partial payments for the arti
cles or services that includes-

"( A) one or more partial payments before the 
commencement of work or the incurring of costs 
in connection with the production of the articles 
or the performance of the services, as the case 
may be; and 

"(B) subsequent progress payments that result 
in fu'll payment being completed as the required 
work is being completed. 

"(4) The term 'variable costs', with respect to 
sales of articles or services, means the costs that 
are expected to fluctuate directly with the vol
ume of sales and-

" ( A) in the case of articles, the volume of pro
duction necessary to satisfy the sales orders; or 

"(B) in the case of services, the extent of the 
services sold.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new item: 
"4543. Army industrial facilities: sales of manu

factured articles or services out
side Department of Defense.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Subsection (i) 
of section 2208 of such title is amended to read 
as follows: 

"(i) For provisions relating to sales outside 
the Department of Defense of manufactured ar
ticles and services by a working-capital funded 
Army industrial facility (including a Depart
ment of the Army arsenal) that manufactures 
large caliber cannons, gun mounts, recoil mech
anisms. ammunition, munitions, or components 
thereof, see section 4543 of this title.". 

(c) DEADLINE FOR REGULATIONS.-Regulations 
under subsection (b) of section 4543 of title JO, 
United States Code, as added by subsection (a}, 
shall be prescribed not later than 30 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

TITLE II-RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST, AND EVALUATION 
Subtitle A-Authorizations 

SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro

priated for fiscal year 1994 for the use of the De
partment of Defense for research, development, 
test, and evaluation, as follows: 

(1) For the Army, $5,417,141,000. 
(2) For the Navy, $8,736,970,000. 
(3) For the Air Force, $13,446,635,000. 
(4) For Defense-wide activities, $10,284,652,000, 

of which-
(A) $232,592,000 is authorized for the activities 

of the Director, Test and Evaluation; and 
(B) $12,650,000 is authorized for the Director 

of Operational Test and Evaluation. 
SEC. 202. MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY DEVEL

OPMENT. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 1994.-0f the amounts au
thorized to be appropriated by section 201, 
$315,000,000 shall be available for , and may be 
obligated only for , manufacturing technology 
development as follows: 

(1) For the Army: $50,000 ,000. 
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(2) For the Navy, $120,000,000. 
(3) For the Air Force, $110,000 ,000. 
(4) For the Defense Logistics Agency, 

$35,000,000, of which $15,000,000 is available 
only for the establishment of a pilot program for 
the metal casting industry . 

(b) INDUSTRIAL MODERNIZATION IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM.-The Secretary shall reestablish the 
Industrial Modernization Improvement Program 
(!MIP) of the Department of Defense carried out 
through the Manufacturing Technology pro
grams and shall provide sufficient funding for 
that program for fiscal year 1994 from funds re
ferred to in subsection (a). 

(C) WORKER SKJLLS.-Manufacturing tech
nology development programs conducted by or 
for the Department of Defense, including those 
programs for which funds are made available 
pursuant to subsection (a) , shall include a focus 
on production technologies designed to build on 
and expand existing worker skills and experi
ence in manufacturing production. 

Subtitle B-Program Requirements, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 

SEC. 211. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM FOR BAL
LISTIC MISSILE POST-LAUNCH DE· 
STRUCT MECHANISM. 

(a) DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.-The Sec
retary of Defense shall conduct a demonstration 
program to develop and test a ballistic missile 
post-launch destruct mechanism. The program 
shall be carried out through the Advanced Re
search Projects Agency. 

(b) FUNDING.-The amount expended for the 
demonstration program may not exceed 
$15,000,000. Subject to the provisions of appro
priations Acts, the Secretary may provide 
$5,000,000 for the program from unexpended bal
ances remaining available for obligation from 
funds appropriated to the Department of De
fense for fiscal year 1993. 
SEC. 212. FUNDING FOR CERTAIN TACTICAL IN· 

TELLIGENCE PROGRAMS. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION.-Of the funds appro

priated pursuant to section 201 for Defense-wide 
activities, $288,518,000 shall be available for air
borne reconnaissance programs. 

(b) LIMITATION.-None of the funds referred to 
in subsection (a) or funds appropriated for fiscal 
year 1994 for the Navy for research, develop
ment, test, and evaluation may be obligated for 
Navy EP-3 aircraft modifications. 
SEC. 213. FEDERALLY FUNDED RESEARCH AND 

DEVELOPMENT CENTERS. 
(a) L!MiTATION.-During each of fiscal year 

1994 and fiscal year 1995, the Secretary of De
fense may not obligate funds for expenditure at 
a federally funded research and development 
center described in subsection (b) in excess of 90 
percent of the amount obligated by the Sec
retary for expenditure at that center during fis
cal year 1993. 

(b) COVERED ENT/T/ES.-Subsection (a) applies 
with respect to any federally funded research 
and development center (other than a center 
that performs applied scientific research under 
laboratory conditions) that during fiscal years 
1991 through 1993 had average annual expendi
tures of funds derived from the Department of 
Defense in excess of $25,000,000. 
SEC. 214. HIGH PERFORMANCE COMPUTER MOD

ERNIZATION PROGRAM. 
Funds made available for fiscal year 1994 for 

the Department of Defense High Performance 
Computer (HPC) Modernization Program for 
Department of Defense research centers and lab
oratories may be used only for-

(1) the execution of upgrade options under an 
existing contract for installed supercomputer fa
cilities that have not kept technically current; 
or 

(2) the conduct of competitive procurement for 
supercomputers that are architecturally stable 
and production compatible and that can be sue-

cessfully demonstrated using statistically valid 
samples of the current workloads of the research 
centers and laboratories that will be using the 
supercomputers without substantive reprogram
ming or program conversion. 
SEC. 215. HIGH PERFORMANCE COMPUTING AND 

COMMUNICATION INITIATIVE. 
(a) INDEPENDENT STUDY.-The Secretary of 

Defense shall request the National Research 
Council (NRG) of the National Academy of 
Sciences to conduct a comprehensive study of 
the inter-agency High Performance Computing 
and Communications Initiative (HPCCI), with 
emphasis on the elements of the program sup
ported by the Department of Defense and the re
lationship of those elements to other elements of 
the program. 

(b) MATTERS To BE INCLUDED.-The study 
shall address (at a minimum) the following as
pects of the High Performance Computing and 
Communications Initiative: 

(1) The basic underlying rationale for the ini
tiative. 

(2) The appropriateness of the goals and di
rections of the initiative. 

(3) The balance between various elements of 
the initiative. 

( 4) The likelihood that the various goals of the 
initiative will be achieved. 

(5) The management and coordination of the 
initiative. 

(c) COOPERATION WITH STUDY.-The Secretary 
of Defense shall direct all relevant defense agen
cies to cooperate fully with the National Re
search Council in all aspects of this study, and 
shall request similar cooperation from the heads 
of all other appropriate Federal agencies. 

(d) FUNDING.-The sum Of $800,000 shall be 
made available from the Department's High Per
! ormance Computing and Communications Pro
gram to provide funds for the National Research 
Council to conduct the study under subsection 
(a). 

(e) REPORT.-A report on the results of the 
study under subsection (a) shall be submitted to 
the Secretary of Defense not later than July 1, 
1995. The Secretary shall promptly submit the 
report of the study to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Representa
tives. The report shall be submitted to the com
mittees in unclassified form with classified an
nexes as necessary. 
SEC. 216. SUPERCONDUCTING MAGNETIC ENERGY 

STORAGE(SMES)PROGRAM. 
(a) PROGRAM OFFICE.-The Secretary of De

fense shall establish within the Department of 
the Navy a program office to facilitate research 
and design studies leading to possible construc
tion of Superconducting Magnetic Energy Stor-
age (SMES) test models. · 

(b) SCIENCE ADVISORY GROUP.-(1) The Sec
retary of Defense shall establish an advisory 
committee in the Department of Defense for 
Superconducting Magnetic Energy Storage ac
tivities. The advisory committee shall be estab
lished as a science a.dvisory group and shall be 
independent of the Department of the Navy. 

(2) The membership of the advisory committee 
shall include representatives from the Presi
dent's Office of Science and Technology Policy, 
the Department of Defense, the Department of 
Energy, the Environmental Protection Agency, 
the Army Corps of Engineers, and private indus
try. 

(3) The advisory committee shall conduct a re
view every two years of the progress of the De
partment of Defense program for Superconduct
ing Magnetic Energy Storage development. The 
advisory committee shall submit a report on 
each such review to the Secretary as directed by 
the Secretary. Such report shall include the ad
visory committee's recommendations for outyear 
program options and funding. The Secretary 
shall transmit each such report to Congress. 

(4) The advisory committee shall continue in 
existence until terminated by law. 

(c) FUNDING.-/mmediately upon enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall transfer 
from the Defense Nuclear Agency to the Depart
ment of the Navy any funds appropriated for 
fiscal years before fiscal year 1994 that were des
ignated for the Superconducting Magnetic En
ergy Storage Project that remain available for 
obligation. Those funds shall be obligated for (1) 
continued experimental work (as defined in sec
tion 218(b)(4) of the National Defense Author
ization Act of 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 106 
Stat. 2353)), (2) operation of the advisory group, 
and (3) study of alternative SMES designs. 

(d) DEADLINE.-The office referred to in sub
section (a) shall be created and staffed not later 
than 30 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 217. SINGLE STAGE ROCKET TECHNOLOGY. 

(a) PROGRAM FUNDING.-The Secretary of De
fense shall establish a Single Stage Rocket Tech
nology program and shall provide funds for that 
program within funds available for the Ad
vanced Research Projects Agency. That program 
shall be managed within the Office of the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition. 

(b) FUNDiiVG.-Of the amount appropriated 
pursuant to section 201 for Defense-wide activi
ties, $79,880,000 shall be available for, and may 
be obligated only for, Single Stage Rocket Tech
nology . 
SEC. 218. ADVANCED ANTI-RADIATION GUIDED 

MISSILE. 
Of the funds appropriated for research, devel

opment, test, and evaluation for the Department 
of the Navy for fiscal year 1993 that remain 
available for obligation for Air Systems Ad
vanced Technology Development programs, 
$10,077,000 shall be obligated and expended only 
for testing, design, and fabrication of a dual
mode seeker for the Advanced Anti-Radiation 
Guided Missile using technology that is derived 
from work done with funding provided through 
the Small Business Innovative Research (SBJR) 
program. 
SEC. 219. DP-2 VECTORED THRUST TECHNOLOGY 

DEMONSTRATION PROJECT. 
Of the funds appropriated for research, devel

opment, test, and evaluation for the Defense 
Agencies for fiscal year 1993 that remain avail
able for obligation for Tactical Technology pro
grams within the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency, $15,000,000 shall be obligated and ex
pended only for testing of the DP-2 Vectored 
Thrust Technology Demonstration project for 
Special Operations Forces (SOF) applications. 
SEC. 220. ADVANCED SELF PROTECTION JAMMER 

(ASPJ) PROGRAM. 
Notwithstanding section 122 of the National 

Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
(Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2334), the Sec
retary of Defense may carry out material pro
curement, logistics support, and integration of 
existing Advanced Self Protection Jammer sys
tems from Department of Defense inventory into 
the F- 14D aircraft for testing and evaluation 
using funds appropriated to the Department of 
Defense for fiscal year 1993 and prior years. 
SEC. 221. ELECTRONIC COMBAT SYSTEMS TEST

ING. 
(a) DETAILED TEST AND EVALUATION BEFORE 

INITIAL LOW-RATE PRODUCTION.-The Secretary 
of Defense shall ensure that any electronic com
bat system and any command, control, and com
munications countermeasure system is author
ized to proceed into the low-rate initial produc
tion stage only upon the completion of an ap
propriate , rigorous, and structured test and 
evaluation regime. Such a regime shall include 
testing and evaluation at each of the fallowing 
types of facilities: computer simulation and 
modeling facilities, measurement facilities, sys
tem integration laboratories, simulated threat 
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hardware-in-the-loop test facilities, installed 
system test facilities, and open air ranges. 

(b) TIMELY TEST AND EVALUATION RE
QUIRED.-The Secretary shall ensure that test 
and evaluation of a system as required by sub
section (a) is conducted sufficiently early in the 
development phase to allow (1) a correction-of
deficiency plan to be developed and in place for 
deficiencies identified by the testing before the 
system proceeds into low-rate initial production; 
and (2) the deficiencies identified by test and 
evaluation be corrected before the system leaves 
low-rate initial production. 

(c) ANNUAL REPORT ON COMPLIANCE.-The 
Secretary of Defense shall include in the annual 
Department of Defense Electronic Warfare Plan 
report a description of compliance with this sec
tion during the preceding year. Such a report 
shall include a description of the test and eval
uation process applied to each system, the re
sults of that process, and the adequacy of test 
and evaluation resources to carry out that proc
ess. 

(d) FUNDS USED FOR TESTING.-The costs of 
the testing necessary to carry out this section 
with respect to any system shall be paid from 
funds available for that system. 

(e) APPLICABILITY.-The provisions of sub
sections (a) and (b) shall apply to any electronic 
combat system program and any command, con
trol, and communications countermeasure sys
tem program that is initiated after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 222. UMITATION ON DEPARTMENT OF DE

FENSE MISSILE LAUNCHES FOR 
TEST PURPOSES. 

(a) LIMITATION.-The Secretary of Defense 
may not conduct a launch of a missile as part 
of a test program in any case in which an an
ticipated result of the launch would be the re
lease of debris in an area over land of the Unit
ed States outside a designated Department of 
Defense test range. 

(b) DEFINITION OF DEBRIS.-For purposes of 
subsection (a), the term "debris" does not in
clude particulate matter that is regulated for 
considerations of air quality. 
SEC. 223. B-1 BOMBER AIRCRAFT PROGRAM. 

(a) INTERIM NEAR PRECISE MUNITIONS AND 
TARGETING PROGRAM.-The Secretary Of the Air 
Force shall initiate a program for the develop
ment and production of a Global Positioning 
System-aided relative targeting (GATS) system 
and Global Positioning System-aided munitions 
(GAM) for 10 B-1 bomber aircraft . It shall be the 
goal of the program to achieve an interim near 
precise weapons capability on 10 B-1 aircraft by 
1996. 

(b) DEFENSIVE AVIONICS UPGRADE PROGRAM.
The Secretary of the Air Force shall continue ef
f arts associated with upgrades to the defensive 
avionics system of the B-lB aircraft, including 
studies, analyses, and tests required for a risk 
reduction program for a minimum of three, and 
up to four, defensive avionics participants. 

(c) AMOUNT FOR PROGRAM.-Of the amount 
authorized to be appropriated pursuant to sec
tion 201 for the Air Force for fiscal year 1994, 
$180,543,000 shall be available for the B-lB air
craft program, of which-

(1) $57,000,000 shall be made available for de
velopment and integration of a CPS-aided rel
ative targeting system and development of GPS
aided munitions as provided in subsection (a): 
and 

(2) $37,200,000 shall be made available for up
grades to the B-1 defensive avionics system as 
provided in subsection (b). 

Subtitle C-Missile Defense Programs 
SEC. 231. FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994. 

Of the amounts appropriated pursuant to sec
tion 201 or otherwise made available to the De
partment of Defense for research , development, 
test, and evaluation for fiscal year 1994, not 

more than a total of $2,617,448,000 may be obli
gated for ballistic missile defense. None of such 
amount is available for the Brilliant Pebbles 
program. 
SEC. 232. REPORT ON ALLOCATION OF FUNDS. 

When the President's budget for fiscal year 
1995 is submitted to Congress pursuant to sec
tion 1105 of title 31, United States Code, the Sec
retary of Defense shall submit to the congres
sional defense committees a report-

(1) setting forth the allocation by the Sec
retary of funds appropriated for ballistic missile 
defense for fiscal year 1994, and the proposed al
location of funds for ballistic missile defense for 
fiscal year 1995, shown for Theater Missile De
fense , Limited Defense System, Other Follow-On 
Systems, Research and Support, and the Small 
Business Innovation Research and Small Busi
ness Technology Transfer programs of the Small 
Business Administration, for each program, 
project, and activity; and 

(2) describing an updated master plan for the 
Theater Missile Defense Initiative that includes 
(A) a detailed consideration of plans for theater 
and tactical missile defense doctrine, training, 
tactics, and force structure, and (B) a detailed 
acquisition strategy which includes a consider
ation of acquisition and life-cycle costs through 
the year 2006 for the programs, projects, and ac
tivities associated with the Theater Missile De
fense Initiative. 
SEC. 233. TRANSFER AUTHORITIES FOR BALLIS

TIC MISSILE DEFENSE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-After the submission of the 

report required under section 232, the Secretary 
of Defense may transfer funds among the ballis
tic missile defense program elements named in 
section 232 of this Act. 

(b) LIMITATION.-The total amount that may 
be transferred to or from any program element 
named in section 232-

(1) may not exceed 10 percent of the amount 
provided in the report for the program element 
from which the transfer is made; and 

(2) may not result in an increase of more than 
10 percent of the amount provided in the report 
for the program element to which the transfer is 
made. 

(c) RESTRICTION.-Transfer authority under 
subsection (a) may not be used for a decrease in 
funds identified in section 231(a) for the Theater 
Missile Defense Initiative. 

(d) MERGER AND Av AILABILITY.-Amounts 
transferred pursuant to subsection (a) shall be 
merged with and be available for the same pur
poses as the amounts to which transferred. 
SEC. 234. REVISIONS TO MISSILE DEFENSE ACT 

OF 1991. 
The Missile Defense Act of 1991 (part C of title 

II of Public Law 102-190; 10 U.S.C. 2431 note) is 
amended as fallows: 

(1) Section 232(a) is amended-
( A) in paragraph (1), by striking out "while 

deploying" and inserting in lieu thereof "while 
developing the option to deploy": and 

(B) in paragraph (3). by inserting ",as appro
priate," before "to friends and allies of the 
United States". 

(2) Section 232(b) is amended-
( A) in paragraphs (1) and (2), by striking out 

" the Soviet Union" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"Russia"; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking out "Treaty. 
to include the down-loading of multiple war
head ballistic missiles" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "Treaties, to include the down-loading 
of multiple warhead ballistic missiles, as appro
priate". 

(3) Section 233(b) is amended-
( A) in paragraph (1), by inserting "in compli

ance with the ABM Treaty" after "for deploy
ment"; 

(B) by striking out paragraph (2) and insert
ing in lieu thereof the following: 

"(2) INITIAL ABM DEPLOYMENT.-The Sec
retary shall develop, at an appropriate pace, a 
cost-effective, operationally effective, and ABM 
Treaty-compliant anti-ballistic missile system for 
potential deployment at a single site. The Sec
retary shall ensure that components of such sys
tem are themselves in compliance with the ABM 
Treaty ."; and 

(C) by striking out paragraph (3). 
(4) Subsection (c) of section 233 is amended to 

read as follows: 
"(c) PRESIDENTIAL ACTIONS.-Congress urges 

the President to pursue immediate discussions 
with Russia on the feasibility and mutual inter
est of amendments to the ABM Treaty to permit 
clarification of the distinctions for the purposes 
of the ABM Treaty between theater missile de
fenses and anti-ballistic missile defenses, includ
ing interceptors and radars.". 

(5) Section 234 is amended to read as fallows: 
"SEC. 234. MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBIUTY FOR 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OF 
FAR-TERM FOLLOW-ON TECH· 
NOLOGIES. 

"(a) MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITY.-The Sec
retary of Defense shall provide that manage
ment and budget responsibility for research and 
development of any far-term follow-on tech
nology relating to ballistic missile defense shall 
be provided through the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency or the appropriate military de
partment. 

"(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.-The Secretary may 
waive the provisions of subsection (a) in the 
case of a particular far-term follow-on tech
nology that on December 5, 1991, was under the 
Strategic Defense Initiative Organization and 
provide that management and budget respon
sibility for research and development of that 
technology shall be provided through the Ballis
tic Missile Defense Organization if the Secretary 
determines, and certifies to the congressional de
fense committees, that providing management 
and budget responsibility for research and de
velopment of that technology as provided in 
subsection (a) would not be in the national se
curity interests of the United States. 

"(c) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec
tion. the term 'far-term follow-on technology' 
means a technology that is not likely to be in
corporated into a weapon system before 2008. ". 

(6) Section 235 is amended-
( A) by striking out "Strategic Defense Initia

tive" in subsections (a) and (b) and inserting in 
lieu thereof "Ballistic Missile Defense pro
gram"; and 

(B) by striking out the section heading and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
"SEC. 235. PROGRAM ELEMENTS FOR BALUSTIC 

MISSILE DEFENSE PROGRAM.". 
(7) Section 236(c) is amended by striking out 

"Strategic Defense Initiative Organization" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "Ballistic Missile De
fense Organization". 

(8) Section 238 is amended-
( A) by striking out "As deployment" and in

serting in lieu thereof "As time for a decision 
concerning exercising the option for deploy
ment' " and 

(B) by striking out "to the deployment date". 
SEC. 235. PATRIOT ADVANCED CAPABIUTY-3 THE-

ATER MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEM. 
· (a) COMPETITION FOR MISSILE SELECTION.
The Secretary of Defense shall continue the 
strategy being carried out by the Ballistic Mis
sile Defense Organization as of July 1, 1993, for 
selection of the best technology (in terms of cost, 
schedule, risk , and performance) to meet the 
missile requirements for the Patriot Advanced 
Capability-3 (P AC-3) theater missile defense sys
tem. That strategy, consisting of flight testing. 
ground testing, simulations. and other analyses 
of the two competing missiles (the Patriot 
Multimode Missile and the Extended Range In
terceptor (ER/NT) missile) , shall be continued 
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until the Secretary determines that the Ballistic 
Missile Defense Organization has adequate in
formation upon which to base a decision as to 
which missile will be selected to proceed into the 
Engineering and Manufacturing Development 
stage. 

(b) FUNDS FOR DEMONSTRATION AND VALIDA
TION.-0[ the funds authorized to be appro
priated by section 201 for the Ballistic Missile 
Defense Organization-

(]) not less than $44,100,000 shall be available 
for demonstration and validation purposes for 
the Patriot Multimode Missile program; 

(2) not less than $55,900,000 shall be available 
for demonstration and validation purposes for 
the Extended Range Interceptor program; and 

(3) not less than $52, 700,000 shall be available 
for demonstration and validation and for the 
Engineering and Manufacturing Development 
stage for the system selected and for appropriate 
risk mitigation activities. 

(c) IMPLICATIONS OF DELAY.-![ there is a 
delay (based upon the schedule in effect in mid-
1993) in the selection described in subsection (a) 
of the missile for the Patriot Advanced Capabil
ity-3 system, the Secretary of Defense shall en
sure that demonstration and validation of both 
competing systems can continue as needed to 
support an informed decision for such selection. 
SEC. 236. DEVELOPMENT AND TESTING OF ANTJ. 

BALLISTIC MISSILE SYSTEMS OR 
CO'MPONENTS TO BE CARRIED OUT 
IN ACCORDANCE WITH TRADITIONAL 
INTERPRETATION OF ANTI-BALLIS· 
TIC MISSILE TREA1Y. 

(a) LIMITATION.-Funds appropriated to the 
Department of Defense for fiscal year 1994, or 
otherwise made available to the Department of 
Defense from any funds appropriated for fiscal 
year 1994 or for any fiscal year before 1994, may 
not be obligated or expended-

(]) for any development or testing of anti-bal
listic missile systems or components except for 
development and testing consistent with the in
terpretation of the 1972 ABM Treaty set forth in 
the enclosure to the July 13, 1993, ACDA letter; 
or 

(2) for the acquisition of any material or 
equipment (including any long lead materials, 
components, piece parts, test equipment, or any 
modified space launch vehicle) required or to be 
used for the development or testing of anti-bal
listic missile systems or components, except for 
material or equipment required for development 
or testing consistent with the interpretation of 
the 1972 ABM Treaty set forth in the enclosure 
to the July 13, 1993, ACDA letter. 

(b) EXCEPTION.-The limitation under sub
section (a) shall not apply to funds transferred 
to or for the use of the Ballistic Missile Defense 
Organization for fiscal year 1994 if the transfer 
is made in accordance with section 1001 of this 
Act. 

(c) DEFINITION.-ln this section, the term 
"July 13, 1993, ACDA letter" means the letter 
dated July 13, 1993, from the Acting Director of 
the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency to 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions of the Senate relating to the correct inter
pretation of the 1972 ABM Treaty and accom
panied by an enclosure setting for th such inter
pretation. 
SEC. 237. THEATER MISSILE DEFENSE ROAD MAP. 

(a) INTEGRATION AND COMPATIBILITY.-ln car
rying out the Theater Missile Defense Initiative, 
the Secretary of Defense shall-

(1) seek to maximize the use of existing sys
tems and technologies; and 

(2) seek to promote joint use by the military 
departments of existing and future ballistic mis
sile defense equipment (rather than each mili
tary department developing its own systems that 
would largely overlap in their capabilities). 
The Secretaries of the military departments 
shall seek the maximum integration and compat-

ibility of their ballistic missile defense systems as 
well as of the respective roles and missions of 
those systems. 

(b) TMD ANALYSIS.-The Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a report containing a 
thorough and complete analysis of the future of 
theater missile defense programs. The analysis 
shall include the following: 

(1) A description of the mission and scope of 
Theater Missile Defense. 

(2) A description of the role of each of the 
Armed Forces in Theater Missile Defense. 

(3) A description of how those roles interact 
and complement each other. 

(4) An evaluation of the cost and relative ef
fectiveness of each interceptor and sensor under 
development as part of a Theater Missile De
fense system by the Ballistic Missile Defense Or
ganization. 

(5) An analysis and comparison of the pro
jected life-cycle costs of each Theater Missile 
Defense system intended for production (shown 
separately for research, development, test, and 
evaluation, for procurement , for operation and 
maintenance, and for personnel costs for each 
element). 

(6) Specification of the baseline production 
rate for each year of the program through com
pletion of procurement. 

(7) Estimation of the unit cost and capabilities 
of each element. 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF TESTING PROGRAM.-The 
Secretary of Defense shall include in the report 
under subsection (b) a description of the current 
and projected testing program for theater missile 
defense systems and major components. The re
port shall include an evaluation of the ade
quacy of the testing program to simulate condi
tions similar to those the systems and compo
nents would actually be expected to encounter if 
and when deployed (such as the ability to track 
and engage multiple targets with multiple inter
ceptors, to discriminate targets from decoys and 
other incoming objects, and to be employed in a 
shoot-look-shoot firing mode). 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO ARMS CONTROL TREA
TIES.-The Secretary shall include in the report 
under subsection (b) a statement of how produc
tion and deployment of any projected Theater 
Missile Program will conform to existing Anti
Ballistic Missile Treaty and Intermediate Nu-

. clear Forces Treaty Regimes. The report shall 
describe any potential noncompliance with ei
ther Regime, when such noncompliance is ex
pected to occur, and whether provisions need to 
be renegotiated within that Regime to address 
future contingencies. 

(e) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.-The report re
quired by subsection (b) shall be submitted as 
part of the next annual report of the Secretary 
submitted to Congress under section 224 of Pub
lic Law 101-189 (10 U.S.C. 2431 note). 
SEC. 238. ADDITIONAL BMD PROGRAMS. 

(a) NAVAL THEATER MISSILE DEFENSE.-0[ the 
amount provided under section 201 for Theater 
Missile Defense, $102,000,000 shall be available 
to support the aggressive exploration of the 
Navy Upper Tier concept for Naval Theater Mis
sile Defense, including cost-effective systems 
and upgrades to existing systems that can be 
fielded more quickly than new systems. 

(b) ACCELERATED ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 
DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.-The Secretary of 
Defense, acting through the Director of the The
ater Missile Defense Initiative, shall initiate 
during fiscal year 1994 an accelerated Advanced 
Technology Demonstration program to dem
onstrate the technical feasibility of using the 
Navy's Standard Missile combined with a 
kickstage rocket motor and Lightweight 
Exoatmospheric Projectile (LEAP) as a near
term option for cost-effective wide-area Theater 
Missile Defense. 

SEC. 239. REPORT ON NATIONAL MISSILE DE· 
FENSECOST. 

(a) REPORT REQUJRED.-The Secretary of De
fense shall submit to Congress a report setting 
forth a full and thorough estimation of the cost 
of deploying a National Defense System at 
Grand Forks, North Dakota. The Secretary shall 
include in the report-

(1) the projected life-cycle costs of each system 
intended for production as part of such Na
tional Defense System, including a ground
based radar system, the system known as "Bril
liant Eyes", and a ground-based interceptor 
system; and 

(2) with respect to each such system, a sepa
rate statement of those costs for (A) research, 
development, test, and evaluation, (B) procure
ment, (C) deployment and launch activities, (D) 
operation and maintenance, and (E) personnel. 

(b) SUBMISSION.-The report required under 
subsection (a) shall be submitted as part of the 
next annual report of the Secretary submitted to 
Congress under section 224 of Public Law 101-
189 (10 U.S.C. 2431 note). 
SEC. 240. THEATER MISSILE DEFENSE INTERCEP

TOR TESTING. 
The Secretary of Defense may not approve a 

theater missile defense interceptor program pro
ceeding into the Low-Rate Initial Production 
(Milestone III) acquisition stage until the Sec
retary certifies to the congressional defense com
mittees in writing that the Secretary has con
ducted more than two realistic live-fire tests, 
consistent with section 2366 of title 10, United 
States Code, involving multiple interceptors and 
multiple targets in the presence of realistic 
countermeasures the results of which dem
onstrate the achievement by the interceptors of 
the single-shot probability-of-kill specified in 
the system baseline description established pur
suant to section 2435(a)(I)( A) of title JO, United 
States Code, before the program entered full
scale engineering development. 
SEC. 241. ARROW TACTICAL ANTI-MISSILE PRO

GRAM. 
(a) ENDORSEMENT OF COOPERATIVE RESEARCH 

AND DEVELOPMENT.-Congress reiterates its en
dorsement (previously stated in section 225(a)(5) 
of Public Law 101-510 (104 Stat. 1515) and sec
tion 241(a) of Public Law 102-190 (105 Stat. 
1326)) of a continuing program of cooperative re
search and development, jointly funded by the 
United States and Israel, on the Arrow Tactical 
Anti-Missile program. 

(b) PROGRAM GOAL.-The goal of the coopera
tive program is to demonstrate the feasibility 
and practicality of the Arrow system and to per
mit the government of Israel to make a decision 
on its own initiative regarding deployment of 
that system without financial participation by 
the United States beyond the research and de
velopment stage. 

(c) ARROW CONTINUING KYPERIMENTS.-The 
Secretary of Defense, from amounts appro
priated to the Department of Defense pursuant 
to section 201 for Defense-wide activities and 
available for the Ballistic Missile Defense Orga
nization, shall fully fund the United States con
tribution to the fiscal year 1994 Arrow Continu
ing Experiments program at the level of 
$56,400,000. 

(d) ARROW DEPLOYABILITY [N/TIATIVE.-(1) 
Subject to paragraph (2), the Secretary of De
fense may obligate from funds appropriated pur
suant to section 201 up to $25,000,000 for the 
purpose of research and development of tech
nologies associated with deploying the Arrow 
missile in the future (including technologies as
sociated with battle management, lethality, sys
tem integration , and test bed systems). 

(2) Funds may not be obligated for the pur
pose stated in paragraph (1) unless the Presi
dent certifies to Congress that-

( A) the United States and the government of 
Israel have entered into an agreement governing 
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the conduct and funding of research and devel
opment projects for the purpose stated in para
graph (1); 

(B) each project in which the United States 
will join under that agreement (i) will nave a 
benefit for the United States, and (ii) has not 
been barred by other congressional direction; 

(C) the Arrow missile has successfully com
pleted a flight test in which it intercepted a tar
get missile under realistic test conditions; and 

(D) the government of Israel is continuing, in 
accordance with its previous public commit
ments, to adhere to export controls pursuant to 
the Guidelines and Annex of the Missile Tech
nology Control Regime. 

(e) SENSE OF CONGRESS ON EXPEDITING TEST 
PROGRAM.-lt is the sense of Congress that, in 
order to expedite the test program for the Arrow 
missile, the United States should seek to initiate 
with the government of Israel discussions on the 
agreement referred to in subsection (d)(2)( A) 
without waiting for the condition specified in 
subsection (d)(2)(C) to be met first. 
SEC. 242. EXTENSION OF PROHIBITION ON TEST

ING MID-INFRARED ADVANCED 
CHEMICAL LASER AGAINST AN OB
JECT IN SPACE. 

The Secretary of Defense may not carry out a 
test of the Mid-Infrared Advanced Chemical 
Laser (MIRACL) transmitter and associated op
tics against an object in space during 1994 un
less such testing is specifically authorized by 
law. 
SEC. 243. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS TO REFLECT 

REDESIGNATION OF STRATEGIC DE
FENSE INITIATIVE ORGANIZATION. 

Section 224 of the National Defense Author
ization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 (10 
U.S.C. 2431 note) is amended-

(1) by striking out "Strategic Defense Initia
tive" each place it appears (other than in sub
section (b)(5)) and inserting in lieu thereof 
" Ballistic Missile Defense program"; 

(2) by striking out "Strategic Defense Initia
tive" in subsection (b)(5) and inserting in lieu 
thereof " Ballistic Missile Defense"; 

(2) by striking out "SDI " each place it ap
pears and inserting in lieu thereof " BMD " ; and 

(3) by striking out the section heading and in
serting in lieu thereof the following: 
"SEC. 224. ANNUAL REPORT ON BALLISTIC MIS

SILE DEFENSE PROGRAM.". 

Subtitle D-Women's Health Research 
SEC. 251. DEFENSE WOMEN'S HEALTH RESEARCH 

CENTER. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF CENTER.-(]) Chapter 

139 of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by inserting after section 2358 the fallowing new 
section: 
"§2359. Defense Women's Health Research 

Center 
"(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF THE CENTER.-The 

Secretary of Defense shall establish a Defense 
Women's Health Research Center (hereinafter in 
this section referred to as the 'Center') in the 
Department of the Army. The Center shall be 
under the authority of the Army Health Services 
Command. 

"(b) PURPOSES.-(]) The Center shall be the 
coordinating agent for multidisciplinary and 
multiinstitutional research within the Depart
ment of Defense on women's health issues relat
ed to service in the armed forces. The Center 
shall be dedicated to development and applica
tion of new knowledge, procedures, techniques, 
training, and equipment for the improvement of 
the health of women in the armed forces. 

"(2) In carrying out or sponsoring research 
studies, the Center shall provide that the cohort 
of women in the armed forces shall be consid
ered as control groups. 

"(3) The Center shall support the goals and 
objectives recognized by the Department of De
fense under the plan of the Department of 

Health and Human Services designated as 
'Healthy People 2000'. 

" (4) The Center shall support initiation and 
expansion of research into matters relating to 
women's health in the military, including the 
fallowing matters as they relate to women in the 
military: 

'' (A) Combat stress and trauma. 
"(B) Exposure to toxins and other environ

mental hazards associated with military hard
ware. 

"(C) Psychology related stresses in warfare 
situations. 

"(D) Breast cancer. 
"(E) Reproductive health, including preg

nancy. 
"(F) Gynecological cancers. 
"(G) Infertility and sexually transmitted dis

eases. 
"(H) HIV and AIDS. 
"(I) Mental health, including post-traumatic 

stress disorder and depression. 
"(J) Menopause, osteoporosis, Alzheimer's dis

ease, and other conditions and diseases related 
to aging. 

"(K) Substance abuse. 
"( L) Sexual violence and related trauma. 
"(M) Human factor studies related to women 

in combat. 
"(c) REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO ESTABLISH

MENT OF CENTER.-The Center may be estab
lished only at a facility of the Army in existence 
on July 1, 1993, having the following character
istics: 

"(1) A physical plant immediately available to 
serve as headquarters for the medical activities 
to be carried out by the Center. 

"(2) Ongoing fellowship and residency pro
grams colocated with ongoing collaborative 
health-related and interdisciplinary research of 
(A) a facility of the Department of Veterans Af
fairs, (BJ an accredited university with special
ties in medical research and clinical diagnostics, 
and (C) a hospital owned and operated by a mu
nicipality. 

"(3) A technologically modern laboratory ca
pability at the site and at the affiliated sites re
f erred to in paragraph (2), with the capability to 
include state-of-the-art clinical diagnostic in
strumentation, data processing, telecommuni
cation , and data storage systems. 

"(4) Compatibility with and capability to ef
fectively expand its existing mission in accord
ance with the mission of the Center under this 
section. 

"(5) Maximum multi-State geographic juris
diction to permit regional health-related issues 
to be researched and integrated into national 
military databases. 

"(6) An existing relationship for the provision 
of services to Native Americans through the In
dian Health Service.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 2358 the following new 
item: 
"2359. Defense Women's Health Research Cen

ter.". 
(b) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.-The Secretary of 

Defense, acting through the Secretary of the 
Army and in coordination with the other mili
tary departments, shall prepare a plan for the 
implementation of section 2359 of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by subsection (a). The 
plan shall be submitted to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep
resentatives before May 1, 1994. 

(c) ACTIVITIES FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994.-During 
fiscal year 1994, the Center established under 
section 2359 of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a), shall address the fol
lowing: 

(1) Program planning, infrastructure develop
ment, baseline information gathering, tech
nology infusion, and connectivity. 

(2) Management and technical staffing. 

(3) Data base development of health issues re
lated to service on active duty as compared to 
service in the National Guard or Reserves. 

(4) Research protocols, cohort development, 
health surveillance and epidemiologic studies. 

(d) FUNDING.-Of the funds authorized to be 
appropriated in section 201, $40,000,000 shall be 
available only for the establishment of the Cen
ter and to complete the planning, staffing, and 
infrastructure development leading to full oper
ation of the Center by 1995. 

SEC. 252. CONTINUATION OF ARMY BREAST CAN
CER RESEARCH PROGRAM. 

During fiscal year 1994, the Secretary of the 
Army shall continue the breast cancer research 
program established in the second and third 
provisos in the paragraph in title IV of the De
partment of Defense Appropriations Act, 1993 
(Public Law 102-396; 106 Stat. 1890) under the 
heading "RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND 
EVALUATION, ARMY". 

SEC. 253. INCLUSION OF WOMEN AND MINORI-
TIES IN CLINICAL RESEARCH 
PROJECTS. 

(a) GENERAL RULE.-ln conducting or sup
porting clinical research, the Secretary of De
fense shall ensure that-

(1) women who are members of the Armed 
Forces are included as subjects in each project 
of such research; and 

(2) members of minority groups who are mem
bers of the Armed Forces are included as sub
jects of such research. 

(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.-The requirement in 
subsection (a) regarding women and members of 
minority groups who are members of the Armed 
Forces may be waived by the Secretary of De
fense with respect to a project of clinical re
search if the Secretary determines that the in
clusion, as subjects in the project, of women and 
members of minority groups, respectively-

(]) is inappropriate with respect to the health 
of the subjects; 

(2) is inappropriate with respect to the pur
pose of the research; or 

(3) is inappropriate under such other cir
cumstances as the Secretary of Defense may des
ignate. 

(C) REQUIREMENT FOR ANALYSIS OF RE
SEARCH.-ln the case of a project of clinical re
search in which women or members of minority 
groups will under subsection (a) be included as 
subjects of the research, the Secretary of De
fense shall ensure that · the project is designed 
and carried out so as to provide for a valid 
analysis of whether the variables being tested in 
the research affect women or members of minor
ity groups, as the case may be, differently than 
other persons who are subjects of the research. 

SEC. 254. REPORT ON RESEARCH RELATING TO 
FEMALE MEMBERS OF THE UNI
FORMED SERVICES AND FEMALE 
COVERED BENEFICIARIES. 

Not later than July 1 of each of 1995, 1996, 
and 1997, the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to Congress a report containing-

(]) a description (as of May 31 of the year in 
which the report is submitted) of the status of 
any health research that is being carried out by 
or under the jurisdiction of the Secretary relat
ing to female members of the unif armed services 
and female covered beneficiaries under chapter 
55 of title 10, United States Code; and 

(2) recommendations of the Secretary as to fu
ture health research (including a proposal for 
any legislation relating to such research) relat
ing to such female members and covered bene
ficiaries. 
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Subtitle E-Other Matters 

SEC. 261. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR STUDY 
BY OFFICE OF TECHNOLOGY ASSESS· 
MENT. 

Section 802(c) of the National Defense Author
ization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (Pub
lic Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1414; JO U.S.C. 2372 
note) is repealed. 
SEC. 262. COMPREHENSIVE INDEPENDENT STUDY 

OF NATIONAL CRYPTOGRAPHY POL
ICY. 

(a) STUDY BY NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL.
Not later than 90 days after the date of the en
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense 
shall request the National Research Council of 
the National Academy of Sciences to conduct a 
comprehensive study of cryptographic tech
nologies and national cryptography policy. The 
study shall assess the effect of cryptographic 
technologies on national security interests of the 
United States Government, on commercial inter
ests of United States industry, and on privacy 
interests of United States citizens. 

(b) INTERAGENCY COOPERATION WITH 
STUDY.-The Secretary of Defense shall direct 
the National Security Agency, the Advanced Re
search Projects Agency, and other appropriate 
agencies of the Department of Defense to co
operate fully with the National Research Coun
cil in its activities in carrying out the study 
under this section. The Secretary shall request 
all other appropriate Federal departments and 
agencies to provide similar cooperation to the 
National Research Council. 

(c) FUNDJNG.-Of the amount authorized to be 
appropriated in section 201 for Defense-wide ac
tivities, $800,000 shall be available for the study 
under this section. 

(d) REPORT.-The National Research Council 
shall complete the study and submit to the Sec
retary of Defense a report on the study within 
approximately two years after full processing of 
security clearances under subsection (e). The re
port on the study shall set forth the Council's 
findings and conclusions and the recommenda
tions of the Council for improvements in cryp
tography policy and procedures. The Secretary 
shall submit the report to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep
resentatives in unclassified form, with classified 
annexes as necessary, not later than 120 days 
after the day on which the report is submitted 
to the Secretary. 

(e) EXPEDITED PROCESSING OF SECURITY 
CLEARANCES FOR STUDY.-For the purpose of fa
cilitating the commencement of the study under 
this section, the Secretary of Defense shall expe
dite to the fullest degree possible the processing 
of security clearances that are necessary for the 
National Research Council to conduct the 
study. 
SEC. 263. REVIEW OF ASSIGNMENT OF DEFENSE 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT CAT· 
EGO RIES. 

(a) REVIEW REQUJRED.-The Secretary of De
fense shall carry out a review of the general 
content of the research and development cat
egories of the Department of Defense designated 
as 6.3, 6.4, 6.5, and 6.6, including a review of the 
criteria for assigning programs to those cat
egories. The review shall examine the assign
ment of current programs to those categories for 
the purpose of ensuring that those programs are 
correctly categorized and assigned program ele
ment numbers in accordance with existing De
partment of Defense policy. 

(b) RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL.-The Secretary Of 
Defense shall designate an official within the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense to be respon
sible for monitoring and periodically reviewing 
program elements for proper categorization to 
the categories specified in subsection (a). 

(c) REPORT.-The Secretary shall include with 
the budget materials for fiscal year 1995 submit-

ted to Congress by the Secretary in support of 
the President's budget for that year a report on 
the implementation of this section. The report 
(1) shall include a certification (or an expla
nation of why the Secretary cannot certify) that 
current research and development programs are 
correctly categorized as described in subsection 
(a), and (2) shall specify the official designated 
under subsection (b). 
SEC. 264. ONE-YEAR DELAY IN TRANSFER OF MAN· 

AGEMENT RESPONSIBILITY FOR 
NA VY MINE COUNTERMEASURES 
PROGRAM. 

Section 216 of the National Defense Author
ization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (Pub
lic Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1317) is amended by 
striking out "during fiscal years 1994 through 
1997" in subsection (a) and inserting in lieu 
therof "during fiscal years 1995 through 1997". 
SEC. 265. STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL RE· 

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO· 
GRAM. 

(a) COMPOSITION OF COUNCIL.-Section 2902(b) 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended-

(]) by striking out "thirteen members" and in
serting in lieu thereof "fourteen members"; 

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking out "Assist
ant Secretary of Defense responsible for matters 
relating to production and logistics" and insert
ing in lieu thereof ''Deputy Under Secretary of 
Defense for Environmental Security"; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (9) and (10) 
as paragraphs (10) and (11), respectively; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (8) the follow
ing new paragraph (9): 

"(9) The Administrator of the National Oce
anic and Atmospheric Administration.". 

(b) JOINT PROJECTS.-Section 2902(e)(6) of 
such title is amended by striking out "and the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency," and inserting "the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency, and the 
Administrator of the National Oceanic and At
mospheric Administration,". 

TITLE III-OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 

Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 
SEC. 301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND· 

ING. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro

priated for fiscal year 1994 for the use of the 
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies 
of the Department of Defense for expenses, not 
otherwise provided for, for operation and main
tenance in amounts as follows: 

(1) For the Army, $16,462,610,000. 
(2) For the Navy, $20,102,493,000. 
(3) For the Marine Corps, $1,990,139,000. 
(4) For the Air Force, $19,788,648,000. 
(5) For Defense-wide activities, $9,069,428,000. 
(6) For Medical Programs, Defense, 

$9,106,685,000. 
(7) For the Army Reserve, $1,095,590,000. 
(8) For the Naval Reserve, $775,800,000. 
(9) For the Marine Corps Reserve, $75,050,000. 
(10) For the Air Force Reserve, $1,354,578,000. 
(11) For the Army National Guard, 

$2,223,255,000. 
(12) For the Air National Guard, 

$2,665,233,000. 
(13) For the National Board for the Promotion 

of Rif7,e Practice, $2,483,000. 
(14) For the Defense Inspector General, 

$169,001,000. 
(15) For Drug Interdiction and Counter-drug 

Activities, Defense-wide, $1,109,439,000. 
(16) For the Court of Military Appeals, 

$5,610,000. 
(17) For Environmental Restoration, Defense, 

$2,309,400,000. 
(18) For Chemical Agents and Munitions De

struction, Defense-wide, $308,161,000. 
SEC. 302. WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro
priated for fiscal year 1994 for the use of the 

Armed Forces and other activities and agencies 
of the Department of Defense for providing cap
ital for working capital and revolving funds in 
amounts as fallows: 

(1) For the Defense Business Operations 
Fund, $1,091,095,000. 

(2) For the National Defense Sealift Fund, 
$290,800,000. 
SEC. 303. ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME. 

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal year 1994 from the Armed Forces Re
tirement Home Trust Fund the sum of 
$61,890,000 for operation of the Armed Forces 
Retirement Home. 
SEC. 304. TRANSFER FROM NATIONAL DEFENSE 

STOCKPILE FUND. 
(a) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER FUNDS.-From 

amounts in the National Defense Stockpile 
Transaction Fund that the Secretary of Defense 
determines are not needed to meet current and 
estimated future obligations under the Strategic 
and Critical Materials Stock Piling Act (50 
U.S.C. 98a et seq.), as described in the annual 
materials plan submitted on May 28, 1993, for 
the five-year period beginning October 1, 1993, 
the Secretary of Defense may, to the extent pro
vided in appropriations Acts, transfer not more 
than $500,000,000 from the Fund to appropria
tions for operation and maintenance for fiscal 
year 1994 to be used only for the purpose of re
ducing the backlog of maintenance and repair 
(BMAR). 

(b) Av AI LABILITY.-Amounts trans! erred pur
suant to subsection (a) shall be available for ob
ligation until expended and shall be in addition 
to any other funds available for the purpose de
scribed in such subsection. 

(c) TREATMENT OF TRANSFER.-Amounts 
transferred pursuant to this section shall not in
crease the amount authorized to be appropriated 
in section 301 for the account to which the 
amount is transferred. 

Subtitle B-Limitations 
SEC. 311. NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENT PRIOR 

TO TRANSFER OF CERTAIN FUNDS. 
The Secretary of Defense may not transfer 

funds appropriated to operation and mainte
nance accounts of the Department of Defense 
for air operations, ship operations, land forces, 
and combat operations, unless, before the trans
fer, the Secretary notifies the Congress of the 
transfer and the reasons for the transfer. 
SEC. 312. EXTENSION OF LIMITATION ON THE 

USE OF CERTAIN FUNDS FOR PENTA· 
GON RESERVATION. 

Section 311(a) of the National Defense Au
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2364) is amended by striking 
out "fiscal year 1993" in paragraphs (1) and (3) 
and inserting in lieu thereof "fiscal years 1993 
and 1994". 
SEC. 313. PROHIBITION ON OPERATION OF THE 

NAVAL AIR STATION, BERMUDA 
(a) PROHIBITION.-No funds available to the 

Department of Defense for operation and main
tenance may be used to operate the Naval Air 
Station, Bermuda. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Subsection (a) shall 
take effect 90 days after the date of the enact
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 314. LIMITATION ON THE USE OF APPRO· 

PRIATED FUNDS FOR DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE GOLF COURSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Subchapter I of chapter 
134 of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by adding at the end the fallowing new section: 
"§2246. Department of Defense golf courses: 

limitation on use of appropriated funds 
"(a) LIMITATION.-Except as provided in sub

section (b), funds appropriated to the Depart
ment of Defense may not be used to equip, oper
ate, or maintain a golf course at a facility or in
stallation of the Department of Defense. 
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"(b) EXCEPTIONS.-(1) Subsection (a) does not 

apply to a golf course at a facility or installa
tion outside the United States or at a facility or 
installation inside the United States at a loca
tion designated by the Secretary of Defense as a 
remote and isolated location. 

"(2) The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe 
regulations governing the use of appropriated 
funds under this subsection.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such subchapter is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new item: 
"2246. Department of Defense golf courses: limi

tation on use of appropriated 
funds.". 

SEC. 315. CODIFICATION OF PROHIBITION ON 
THE USE OF CERTAIN COST COM· 
PARISON STUDIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Section 2467 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, is amended-

(1) by redesignating subsections (a) and (b) as 
subsections (c) and (d), respectively; 

(2) by inserting before subsection (c), as redes
ignated by paragraph (1), the following new 
subsections: · 

"(a) PROHIBITION.-Except as provided in sub
section (b), the Secretary of Defense may not 
enter into a contract for the performance of a 
commercial activity in any case in which the 
contract results from a cost comparison study 
conducted by the Department of Defense under 
Office of Management and Budget Circular A-76 
(or any successor administrative regulation or 
policy). 

"(b) EXCEPTIONS FOR CERTAIN CONTRACTS.
Subsection (a) does not apply to-

"(1) a contract to be carried out at a location 
outside the United States at which members of 
the armed forces would have to be used for the 
performance of an activity described in sub
section (a) at the expense of unit readiness; or 

"(2) a contract (or the renewal of a contract) 
for the performance of an activity under con
tract on September 30, 1992. "; and 

(3) in subsection (d)(l), as redesignated by 
paragraph (1), by striking out "Each officer" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "In any case in 
which a comparison referred to in subsection (c) 
is conducted, the officer". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-(1) The head
ing of such section is amended to read as fol
lows: 
"§2467. Prohibition on the use of certain cost 

comparison studies". 
(2) The item relating to such section in the 

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 146 
of such title is amended to read as fallows: 
"2467. Prohibition on the use of certain cost 

comparison studies.". 
(c) REPEAL.-Section 312 of the National De

fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
(Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2365) is repealed. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.-This section, and the 
amendments made by this section, shall take ef
fect on September 30, 1993. 
SEC. 316. LOCATION OF CERTAIN PREPOSITION· 

ING FACILITIES. 
(a) SITE FOR ARMY PREPOSITIONING MAINTE

NANCE FACILJTY.-The Secretary of the Army 
shall establish the Army Prepositioning Mainte
nance Facility at Charleston, South Carolina. 

(b) LIMITATION.-During the two-year period 
beginning on the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall ensure that 
separate but complementary prepositioning fa
cilities are maintained in Charleston, South 
Carolina, and Blount Island, Florida, for the 
Army and Marine Corps, respectively. 

(C) REPORT BEFORE SUBSEQUENT RELOCA
TION.-After the end of such two-year period, 
any decision by the Secretary of the Navy to re
locate the Marine Prepositioning Forces (MPF) 
from Blount Island, Jacksonville, Florida, may 

be made only after the Secretary of Defense has 
submitted to the Committees on Armed Services 
of the Senate and House of Representatives a 
detailed cost and operational analysis explain
ing the basis of the decision for such relocation. 
SEC. 317. USE OF FUNDS FOR NA VY DEPOT BACK· 

LOG. 
Of the funds authorized to be appropriated 

under section 301(2) for operation and mainte
nance for the Navy, $200,000,000 (representing 
the amount by which the amount of such funds 
exceeds the amount specified in the budget of 
the President for operation and maintenance for 
the Navy for fiscal year 1994) may be used only 
to decrease the backlog of depot-level mainte
nance and repair. 
SEC. 318. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR TRI

DENT SUBMARINE FORCE. 
Amounts authorized to be appropriated under 

section 301 (2) that are made available for oper
ation and support of the trident submarine force 
may not exceed an amount that equals the dif
ference between-

(1) the amount in the budget submitted by the 
President for fiscal year 1994 (pursuant to sec
tion 1105 of title 31, United States Code) for op
eration and support of the trident submarine 
force; and 

(2) $100,000,000. 
SEC. 319. LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS 

IN CONNECTION WITH UPGRADES 
OR REPAIRS AT THE ARMY RESERVE 
FACILITY IN MARCUS HOOK, PENN
SYLVANIA 

(a) LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.
Except as provided in subsection (b), none of the 
funds appropriated for fiscal year 1994 pursuant 
to an authorization of appropriations contained 
in this Act may be obligated or expended to plan 
or carry out any upgrade, repair, or other con
struction at the Army Reserve Facility in 
Marcus Hook, Pennsylvania (in this section re
ferred to as the "Marcus Hook facility"), until 
after the end of the 30 day-period beginning on 
the date the Secretary of the Army submits to 
the congressional defense committees the report 
required by subsection (c). 

(b) EXCEPTION.-Subsection (a) shall not pro
hibit obligations or expenditures of funds in 
connection with construction at the Marcus 
Hook facility if the Secretary certifies to the 
congressional defense committees in advance 
that the construction is limited to emergency re
pairs necessary to continue operations of water 
craft support at the Marcus Hook facility. 

(c) REPORT REQUIRED.-The Secretary shall 
prepare a report evaluating the suitability of al
ternative sites within a 100 mile radius of the 
Marcus Hook facility to replace the facility. The 
report shali contain, at a minimum, a detailed 
accounting of-

(1) required pier and building space and avail
able building and pier space at each alternative 
site; 

(2) the costs required to operate comparable 
spaces at each alternative site; 

(3) other users at each alternative site and 
their space requirements; and 

(4) the assets and liabilities at each alter
native site. 
SEC. 320. PROHIBITION ON CONTRACTS WITH 

THE BAHRAIN SHIP REPAIRING AND 
ENGINEERING COMPANY FOR SHIP 
REPAIR. 

(a) PROHIBITION.-Notwithstanding section 
7299a of title 10, United States Code, the Sec
retary of Defense may not enter into a contract 
with the Bahrain Ship Repairing and Engineer
ing Company for the overhaul, repair, or main
tenance of naval vessels until the Secretary cer
tifies to the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and House of Representatives that at 
least one of the following conditions exists: 

(1) The work was unplanned and is of an 
emergency nature. 

(2) There is a compelling national security 
reason for the work to be done by the Bahrain 
Ship Repairing and Engineering Company. 

(3) The Bahrain Ship Repairing and Engi
neering Company initiates legal proceedings, or 
other proceedings, to compensate the members of 
the Navy killed as a result of the explosion in 
the engine room of the U.S.S. Iwo Jima that oc
curred after the repair of the U.S.S. Iwo Jima by 
that company. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.-Subsection (a) applies 
with respect to contracts for the overhaul, re
pair, or maintenance of a naval vessel entered 
into after the date of enactment of this Act. 
SECTION 321. LIMITATION ON CHARTERING OF 

VESSELS ON WHICH REFLAGGING OR 
CONVERSION WORK HAS BEEN PER
FORMED IN A FOREIGN SHIPYARD. 

Section 2631 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) by inserting "(a)" before "Only vessels"; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subsection: 

"(b)(l) The Secretary of Defense may enter 
into a time-charter contract for the use of a ves
sel for the transportation of supplies, in the case 
of a vessel on which re[lagging or repair work 
was performed during the two-year period pre
ceding the date of the award of the proposed 
charter, only if such work was perf armed at a 
shipyard in the United States (including any 
territory of the United States). 

"(2) In paragraph (1), the term 're[lagging or 
repair work' means work performed on a ves
sel-

"( A) to enable the vessel to meet applicable 
standards to become a vessel of the United 
States; or 

"(B) to convert the vessel to a more useful 
military configuration.". 
SEC. 322. ONE-YEAR PROHIBITION ON REDUC· 

TION OF FORCE STRUCTURE FOR RE· 
SERVE COMPONENT SPECIAL OPER
ATIONS FORCES. 

(a) PROHIBITION.-During fiscal year 1994, the 
Secretary of Defense may not reduce the force 
structure of the special operations forces of the 
reserve components below the force structure of 
those forces as of September 30, 1993. 

(b) DEFINITION.-ln this section, the term 
"force structure" means the number and types 
of units and organizations, and the number of 
authorized personnel spaces allocated to those 
units and organizations, in a military force. 
SEC. 323. PROHIBITION ON JOINT USE OF 

SELFRIDGE AIR NATIONAL GUARD 
BASE, MICHIGAN, WITH CIVIL AVIA
TION. 

The Secretary of the Air Force may not enter 
into any agreement that would provide for or 
permit civil aircraft to regularly use Selfridge 
Air National Guard Base in Harrison Township, 
Michigan. 

Subtitle C-Defense· Wide Funds 
SEC. 331. PROHIBITION ON USE OF DEFENSE 

BUSINESS OPERATIONS FUND. 
The Secretary of Defense shall not, after April 

15, 1994, manage the performance of any func
tion, activity, fund, or account of the Depart
ment of Defense through the Defense Business 
Operations Fund established by section 316 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis
cal Years 1992 and 1993 (Public Law 102-190; 105 
Stat. 1338)). After April 15, 1994, any manage
ment through a defense-wide fund of functions, 
activities. funds, and accounts that were man
aged through the Defense Business Operations 
Fund may be only as provided in section 333. 
SEC. 332. CLASSIFICATION OF CERTAIN COMPETI-

TIVE AND NONCOMPETITIVE ACTIVI
TIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DE
FENSE; NONCOMPETITIVE RATES 
BOARD. 

(a) CLASS!FICATIO!\ ACCORDING TO COMPETI
TIVENESS.-Not later than April 15, 1994, the 
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Secretary of Defense shall classify each func
tion, fund, activity, and account that is man
aged by the Secretary under a single, defense
wide fund (including the Defense Business Op
erations Fund established in section 316 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Years 1992 and 1993 (P.L. 102-190; 105 Stat. 
1338)) according to whether or not the function, 
fund, activity, or account is suitable for provi
sion and purchase by the Department of De
fense in a competitive market. The Secretary of 
Defense shall revise a classification under this 
subsection whenever the Secretary considers it 
to be appropriate. 

(b) PRICING AND PERFORMANCE OF COMPETI
TIVE ACTIVITIES.-The Secretary of Defense 
shall take any action necessary to provide for 
competitive pricing and active competition 
among suppliers for the operation of each func
tion, fund, activity, or account classified as 
suitable for competition under subsection (a). 

(C) RATES FOR NONCOMPETITIVE ACTIVITIES.
The Secretary of Defense shall establish rates 
and prices. and standards for the rates and 
prices, for each function. fund, activity, or ac
count classified as not suitable for competition 
under subsection (a). 

(d) NONCOMPETITIVE RATES BOARD.-(1) The 
Secretary of Defense shall appoint a Non
competitive Rates Board (in this section ref erred 
to as the "Board") to regularly review the rates, 
prices, and standards established under sub
section (c). 

(2) The Board shall be composed of 3 individ
uals, at least one of whom shall have experience 
in the private-sector performance of functions, 
funds, activities, and accounts classified as not 
suitable for competition under subsection (a). 

(3)( A) Each member of the Board shall be paid 
at a rate equal to the daily equivalent of the 
minimum annual rate of basic pay payable for 
level IV of the Executive Schedule under section 
5315 of title 5, United States Code, for each day 
(including travel time) during which the member 
is engaged in the actual performance of the du
ties of the Board. 

(B) Each member of the Board shall receive 
travel expenses, including per diem in lieu of 
subsistence, in accordance with sections 5702 
and 5703 of title 5, United States Code. 

( 4) The Secretary of Defense shall provide the 
Board with the information and the :idministra
tive, professional, and technical support re
quired by the Board to carry out its duties 
under this section. 

(5) The Board shall annually submit to the 
congressional defense committees, at the same 
time as the report required to be submitted 
under section 333(i), the results of reviews con
ducted under paragraph (1) and the rec
ommendations of the Board for any legislative 
and administrative action the Board considers 
to be appropriate. 
SEC. 333. COMPETITIVE AND REGULATED BUSI· 

NESS OPERATIONS FUNDS. 
(a) AUTHORITY To BORROW FROM GENERAL 

FUND.-To the extent provided in appropria
tions Acts, the Secretary of Defense may borrow 
from the General Fund of the Treasury such 
sums as may be necessary to purchase the assets 
of the Defense Business Operations Fund (in 
this section referred to as the " DBOF") and to 
provide for the management of functions, funds, 
activities, and accounts referred to in subsection 
(b). 

(b) PURCHASE OF DBOF ASSETS.-With 
amounts borrowed under subsection (a), the Sec
retary of Defense shall purchase from the DBOF 
at fair market value-

(1) all assets of each function, fund, activity, 
or account managed through the DBOF and 
classified under section 332 as suitable to com
petition; and 

(2) all assets of each function , fund, activity, 
or account managed through the DBOF and 

classified under section 332 as not suitable to 
competition. 

(C) PAYMENT OF DBOF PURCHASE AMOUNTS 
TO THE GENERAL FUND.-Amounts received by 
the DBOF from the sale of DBOF assets under 
subsection (b) shall be deposited in the General 
Fund of the Treasury. 

(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF CBOF AND RBOF.-(1) 
There are established in the Treasury of the 
United States the fallowing revolving funds: 

(A) The "Competitive Business Operations 
Fund" (in this section ref erred to as the 
"CBOF"). 

(B) The "Regulated Business Operations 
Fund" (in this section ref erred to as the 
" RBOF"). 

(2) The Secretary of Defense may manage the 
performance of any function, fund, activity, or 
account referred to in subsection (b)(l) through 
the CBOF. The assets of each such fund, func
tion, activity, or account purchased from the 
DBOF under such subsection shall be trans
ferred to and accounted for in the CBOF. 

(3) The Secretary of Defense may manage the 
performance of any function, fund, activity, or 
account referred to in subsection (b)(2) through 
the RBOF. The assets of each such function, 
fund, activity, or account purchased from the 
DBOF under such subsection shall be trans
ferred to and accounted for in the RBOF. 

(e) REPAYMENT TO THE GENERAL FUND.-The 
Secretary of Defense shall repay, out of the 
CBOF, the amount of any sums borrowed under 
subsection (a) and used to purchase assets for 
the CBOF. The Secretary of Defense shall 
repay, out of the RBOF, the amount of any 
sums borrowed under subsection (a) and used to 
purchase assets for the RBOF. Interest on the 
amount borrowed shall be paid quarterly and 
shall equal the average quarterly rate of interest 
for funds borrowed by the Treasury. The 
amount of the repayment and interest shall be 
deposited in the General Fund of the Treasury. 

(f) TREATMENT OF NET GAINS AND LOSSES.-(1) 
The amount of any net gain from the operation 
of a function, fund, activity, or account man
aged through the CBOF or the RBOF shall be 
deposited in the General Fund of the Treasury. 

(2) There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the CBOF or the RBOF, as the case may be, 
such sums as may be necessary to make up a net 
loss from the performance of a function, fund, 
activity, or account managed through the CBOF 
or the RBOF, as the case may be. 

(g) SEPARATE ACCOUNTING, REPORTING, AND 
AUDITING.-For purposes of reporting and au
diting, the Secretary of Defense shall maintain 
the separate identity and separate records (in
cluding separate records on net gains and 
losses) for each function, fund, activity, or ac
count managed through the CBOF and the 
RBOF. 

(h) INCLUSION OF OTHER FUNCTIONS IN CBOF 
AND RBOF.-The Secretary shall notify the 
Congress of any proposal by the Secretary to 
manage through the CBOF or the RBOF any 
function, fund, activity. or account that is in 
addition to the functions, fund, activities, and 
accounts referred to in subsection (b). 

(i) REPORT.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense committees, 
at the same time the Secretary submits the re
port required under section 113 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, a report on the management of 
functions, funds, activities. and accounts under 
the CBOF and the RBOF. The report shall in
clude-

(1) an identification of each function, fund, 
activity, and account that is classified as suit
able for competition under section 332 and man
aged through the CBOF; 

(2) an identification of each function, fund , 
activity, and account that is classified as not 
suitable for competition under section 332 and 
managed through the RBOF; and 

(3) detailed information on the financial per
formance and condition of each function, fund, 
activity, and account identified under para
graphs (1) and (2), including information on net 
gains and losses. 

(j) EFFECTIVE DATE.-This section shall take 
effect on October 1, 1994. 
SEC. 334. EXTENSION OF UMITATION ON OBUGA· 

TION AGAINST DEFENSE BUSINESS 
OPERATIONS FUND. 

Section 343(a) of the National Defense Au
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2377) is amended by striking 
out "fiscal year 1993" both places it appears 
and inserting in lieu thereof "a fiscal year". 

Subtitle D-Depot-Level Activities 
SEC. 341. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE DEPOT TASK 

FORCE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-The Secretary of De

fense shall appoint a task force to assess the 
overall pert ormance and management of depot
level activities of the Department of Defense. 
The assessment shall include-

( 1) an identification of the functions and ac
tivities that are suitable for performance by 
depot-level activities of the Department of De
fense; 

(2) an identification of the functions and ac
tivities that are suitable for performance by 
non-Government personnel; 

(3) an evaluation of the manner and level of 
performance of such work; and 

(4) an evaluation of how rates, prices, and the 
core workload requirements are determined for 
work performed by the depot-level activities. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.-The task force shall be 
composed of individuals who are representatives 
of the Department of Defense and the private 
sector and who have expertise in the manage
ment and performance of depot-level activities. 

(c) PAY AND TRAVEL EXPENSES.-(]) Each 
member of the task force shall be paid at a rate 
equal to the daily equivalent of the minimum 
annual rate of basic pay payable for level IV of 
the Executive Schedule under section 5315 of 
title 5, United States Code, for each day (includ
ing travel time) during which the member is en
gaged in the actual performance of the duties of 
the task force. 

(2) Each member of the task force shall receive 
travel expenses, including per diem in lieu of 
subsistence, in accordance with sections 5702 
and 5703 of title 5, United States Code. 

(d) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT.-The Secretary 
of Defense shall provide the task force with the 
administrative, professional, and technical sup
port required by the task force to carry out its 
duties under this section. 

(e) REPORT.-Not later than April 1, 1994, the 
task force shall submit to the congressional de
fense committees the results of the assessment 
conducted under subsection (a) and the rec
ommendations of the task for any legislative 
and administrative action the task force consid
ers to be appropriate. 

(f) TERMINATION.-The task force shall termi
nate not later than 60 days after submitting its 
report pursuant to subsection (e). 
SEC. 342. RETENTION OF DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTE· 

NANCE WORKLOAD MANAGEMENT BY 
THE MIUTARY DEPARTMENTS. 

(a) MANAGEMENT OF DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTE
NANCE WORKLOAD BY THE MILITARY DEPART
MENTS.-Chapter 146 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol
lowing new section: 
"§2470. Depot-level maintenance workload: 

management by the military departments 
"The Secretary of Defense may not consoli

date the management of the depot-level mainte-
nance workload of the Department of Defense 
under a single defense-wide entity. The manage
ment of any such workload for a military de
partment shall continue to be carried out by the 
Secretary of the military department.". 
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(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec

tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new item: 
"2470. Depot-level maintenance workload: man-

agement by the military depart
ments.". 

SEC. 343. PB,OHIBITION ON PERFORMANCE OF 
DEPOT-LEVEL SUPPORT PRIMARILY 
BY NON-GOVERNMENT PERSONNEL. 

(a) PROHIBITION.-The Secretary of Defense 
may not require or permit the long-term, depot
level support of a weapon system referred to in 
subsection (b) to be provided primarily by non
Government personnel. 

(b) COVERED WEAPON SYSTEMS.-A weapon 
system referred to in subsection (a) is a weapon 
system-

(1) which has not entered production by the 
date of the enactment of this Act; or 

(2) which has entered production by the date 
of the enactment of this Act but is planned for 
depot-level support primarily by Government or 
non-Government personnel. 
SEC. 344. PROHIBITION ON PERFORMANCE OF 

CERTAIN DEPOT-LEVEL WORK BY 
FOREIGN CONTRACTORS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Chapter 146 of title 10, 
United States Code, as amended by section 342, 
is amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new section: 
"§2471. Prohibition on performance of certain 

depot-level work by foreign contractors 
"(a) PROHIB!TION.-The Secretary of Defense 

may not contract for the performance by a per
son or organization described in subsection (b) 
of any depot-level maintenance work that, in 
the determination of the Secretary, could be per
formed in the United States on a cost-effective 
basis and without significant adverse effect on 
the readiness of the armed forces. 

"(b) COVERED PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS.
A person or organization ref erred to in sub
section (a) is a person or organization-

"(}) which does not perform substantially all 
of its activities as part of the 'national tech
nology and industrial base', as such term is de
fined in paragraph (1) of section 2491; and 

"(2) which is not a citizen or permanent resi
dent of a country referred to in such paragraph, 
or, if applicable, the majority of which is owned 
or controlled by citizens or permanent residents 
of any such country.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter, as amended by section 342, is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new item: 
"2471. Prohibition on performance of certain 

depot-level work by foreign con
tractors.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Section 2471 of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by subsection (a) , 
shall apply with respect to contracts entered 
into after the expiration of the 90-day period be
ginning on the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 345. MODIFICATION OF UMITATION ON THE 

PERFORMANCE OF DEPOT-LEVEL 
MAINTENANCE OF MATERIEL. 

(a) MODIFICATION OF L!MITATION.-Subsection 
(a)(l) of section 2466 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "for the mili
tary department or the Defense Agency" and in
serting in lieu thereof "with respect to each type 
of materiel or equipment, including ships , air
craft, ordinance, supply, and land forces, for 
the military department and the Defense Agen
cy". 

(b) REPORT.-Subsection (e) of such section is 
amended to read as fallows: 

"(e) REPORT.-Not later than January 15, 
1995, the Secretary of each military department 
and, with respect to the Defense Agencies, the 
Secretary of Defense shall jointly submit to the 

Congress a report describing the progress during 
the preceding fiscal year to achieve and main
tain the percentage of depot-level maintenance 
required to be performed by employees of the De
partment of Defense pursuant to subsection 
(a)." . 
SEC. 346. CLARIFICATION OF UMITATION ON THE 

PERFORMANCE OF DEPOT-LEVEL 
MAINTENANCE OF MATERIEL FOR 
NEW WEAPON SYSTEMS. 

(a) CLARIFICATION OF L!MITATION.-Sub
section (a) of section 2466 of title 10, United 
States Code , is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(3) The Secretary concerned shall, within 5 
years after the initial delivery of a weapon sys
tem to the Department of Defense, provide for 
the performance by employees of the Depart
ment of Defense of not less than 60 percent of 
the depot-level maintenance of the weapon sys
tem.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Paragraph (1) 
of such subsection, as amended by section 
345(a), is further amended by striking out 
"paragraph (2)" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"paragraphs (2) and (3)". 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by this section shall apply with respect to a 
weapon system delivered after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

Subtitle E-Commissaries and Military 
Exchanges 

SEC. 351. EXPANSION AND CLARIFICATION OF 
COMMISSARY AND EXCHANGE BENE
FITS. 

(a) EXPANSION OF FORMER SPOUSES' ELIGl
BILITY.-Section 1062 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 
"§1062. Certain former spouses 

"(a) ELIGIBILITY.-The Secretary of Defense 
shall prescribe such regulations as may be nec
essary to provide that a farmer spouse described 
in subsection (b) is entitled to commissary and 
exchange privileges to the same extent and on 
the same basis as the surviving spouse of a re
tired member of the uniformed services. 

"(b) COVERED FORMER SPOUSES.-Subsection 
(a) applies to any person who-

" (1) is an unremarried former spouse of a 
member or former member who performed at 
least 20 years of service which is creditable in 
determining the member or former member's eli
gibility for retired or retainer pay; and 

"(2) on the date of the final decree of divorce, 
dissolution, or annulment had been married to 
the member or former member for a period of at 
least 20 years, at least 12 of which were during 
the period the member or farmer member per
! armed service creditable in determining the 
member or former member's eligibility for retired 
or retainer pay.". 

(b) EXPANSION OF RESERVE MEMBERS' ELIGI
BILITY.-(1) Section 1063 of such title is amend
ed-

( A) in subsection (a)(l)-
(i) by inserting " for such calendar year on the 

same basis as members on active duty'' before 
the period in the first sentence; and 

(ii) by striking out the second sentence; 
(B) by striking out subsection (b); and 
(C) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub

section (b). 
(2) The heading of such section is amended to 

read as fallows: 
"§1063. Members of the Ready Reserve". 

(c) EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR PERS01VS 
QUALIFIED FOR CERTAIN RETIRED PAY BUT 
UNDER AGE 60.-(1) Section 1064 of such title is 
amended by striking out "for 12 days each cal
endar year" and inserting in lieu thereof "on 
the same basis as a person who is eligible for 
such retired pay". 

(2) The heading of such section is amended to 
read as fallows: 

"§1064. Persons qualified for retired pay 
under chapter 67 but under age 60". 
(d) EXTENSION OF BENEFITS TO CERTAIN 

FORMER ENLISTED MEMBERS.-(1) The Secretary 
of Defense shall prescribe regulations to allow a 
person described in paragraph (2), and the sur
vivors of such person, to use commissary and ex
change stores of the Department of Defense on 
the same basis as officers retired for disability 
under chapter 61 of title 10, United States Code, 
and the survivors of such officers, respectively. 

(2) Paragraph (I) applies to any person who 
was discharged with a disability from the Armed 
Forces on or before October 1, 1949, and-

(A) who at the time of such discharge was an 
enlisted member who had completed less than 20 
years of active service; and 

(B) who, if such person had been an officer at 
the time of such discharge, would have been eli
gible for disability retirement under the Career 
Compensation Act of 1949. 

(e) CLARIFICATION OF USE OF CERTAIN FACILI
TIES BY CERTAIN PERSONS.-Section 1065(a) of 
such title is amended-

(1) in the first sentence, by striking out 
"Armed Forces" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"armed forces" ; and 

(2) by striking out the second sentence and in
serting in lieu thereof the following: "For a 
member of the Selected Reserve, and the depend
ents of such member, such use shall be permitted 
on the same basis as a member on active duty. 
For a member who would be eligible for retired 
pay under chapter 67 but for the fact that the 
member is under 60 years of age, and the de
pendents of such member, such use shall be on 
the same basis as a member eligible for such re
tired pay.". 

(f) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of chapter 54 of such title 
is amended by striking out the items relating to 
sections 1063 and 1064 and inserting in lieu 
thereof the fallowing items: 
"1063. Members of the Ready Reserve. 
"1064. Persons qualified for retired pay under 

chapter 67 but under age 60. ". 
SEC. 352. PROHIBITION ON OPERATION OF COM· 

MISSARY STORES BY ACTIVE DUTY 
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.- Chapter 49 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, is amended by inserting after 
section 976 the fallowing new section: 
"§977. Operation of commissary stores: as

signment of active duty members generally 
prohibited 
"(a) GENERAL RULE.-A member of the armed 

forces on active duty may not be assigned to the 
operation of a commissary store. 

"(b) EXCEPTION FOR DCA DIRECTOR.-The 
Secretary of Defense may assign an officer on 
the active-duty list to serve as the Director of 
the Defense Commissary Agency. 

"(c) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN ADDITIONAL 
MEMBERS.-Beginning on October 1, 1996, not 
more than 18 additional members of the armed 
forces on active duty may be assigned to the De
fense Commissary Agency. Assignment of such 
member to regional headquarters of that Agency 
shall be limited to enlisted advisors for those re
gions responsible for overseas commissaries and 

· to veterinary specialists. 
"(d) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN NAVY PERSON

NEL.-(1) The Secretary of the Navy may assign 
to the Defense Commissary Agency a member of 
the Navy whose assignment afloat is part of the 
operation of a ship's food service or a ship's 
store. Any such assignment shall be on a non
reimbursable basis. 

" (2) The number of such members assigned to 
the Defense Commissary Agency during any pe
riod before October 1, 1996, may not exceed the 
number of such members so assigned on October 
1, 1993. After September 30, 1996, the number of 
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such members so assigned may not exceed the 
lesser of (A) the number of members so assigned 
on October 1, 1993, and (B) 400. ". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend
ed by inserting after the item relating to section 
976 the fallowing new item: 
"977. Operation of commissary stores: assign

ment of active duty members gen
erally prohibited.". 

SEC. 353. MODERNIZATION OF AUTOMATED DATA 
PROCESSING CAPABILITY OF THE 
DEFENSE COMMISSARY AGENCY. 

In order to perform inside the Defense Com
missary Agency (in this section ref erred to as 
the "Agency") all automated data processing 
functions of the Agency as soon as possible, the 
Secretary of Defense shall take any action nec
essary to expedite the modernization of the 
automated data processing capability of the 
Agency. Such action may include the modifica
tion of existing contracts with contractors sup
plying automated data processing services to the 
Agency. 
SEC. 354. OPERATION OF STARS AND STRIPES 

BOOKSTORES BY THE MILITARY EX
CHANGES. 

The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe regu
lations providing for the operation, not later 
than April 15, 1994, of Stars and Stripes book
stores outside of the United States by the mili
tary exchanges. 
SEC. 355. AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR NEXCOM 

RELOCATION EXPENSES. 
Of funds authorized to be appropriated under 

section 301(2), $10,000,000 shall be available to 
provide for the payment of expenses incurred by 
the Navy Exchange Service Command to relo
cate functions and activities from the Naval Sta
tion, Staten Island, to the Naval Base, Norfolk. 

Subtitle F-Other Matters 
SEC. 361. EMERGENCY AND EXTRAORDINARY EX

PENSE AUTHORITY FOR THE INSPEC
TOR GENERAL OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE. 

Section 127 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(]) in subsection (a)-
(A) in the first sentence, by inserting ". the 

Inspector General of the Department of De
fense," after "the Secretary of Defense"; 

(B) in the second sentence, by inserting "or 
the Inspector General of the Department of De
fense" after "the Secretary concerned"; and 

(C) in the third sentence, by inserting "or the 
Inspector General of the Department of De
fense" after "The Secretary concerned"; 

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting ", by the In
spector General of the Departmen(of Defense to 
a person in the Office of the Inspector General," 
after "the Department of Defense "; and 

(3) in subsection (c)-
( A) by inserting"(])" after "(c)"; and 
(B) by adding after paragraph (1), as so des

ignated by subparagraph (A), the following new 
paragraph: 

"(2) The amount of funds expended by the In
spector General of the Department of Defense 
under subsections (a) and (b) during a fiscal 
year may not exceed $400,000. ". 
SEC. 362. AUTHORITY FOR CIVILIAN ARMY EM

PLOYEES TO ACT ON REPORTS OF 
SURVEY. 

Section 4835 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(]) in subsection (a), by inserting "or any ci
vilian employee of the Department of the Army" 
after "any officer of the Army"; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking out "an offi
cer of the Army designated by him." and insert
ing in lieu thereof "the Secretary's designee. 
The Secretary may designate officers of the 
Army or civilian employees of the Department of 
the Army to approve such action.". 

SEC. 363. EXTENSION OF GUIDELINES FOR RE
DUCTIONS IN CIVILIAN POSITIONS. 

(a) EXTENSION OF GUIDELINES.-Section 1597 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended-

(]) in subsection (a), by striking out "during 
fiscal year 1993" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"during a fiscal year"; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking out "for fiscal 
year 1993". 

(b) UPDATE OF MASTER PLAN.-Section 1597(c) 
of such title is amended-

(]) in paragraph (1), by striking out "for fis
cal year 1994" and inserting in lieu thereof "for 
a fiscal year"; and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
paragraph: 

"(4) The Secretary of Defense shall include in 
the materials referred in paragraph (1), a report 
on the implementation of the master plan for the 
fiscal year immediately preceding the fiscal year 
for which such materials were submitted.". 
SEC. 364. AUTHORITY TO EXTEND MAILING PRIVI

LEGES. 
Paragraph (J) of section 3401(a) of title 39, 

United States Code, is amended-
(]) in the matter before subparagraph (A)
(A) by inserting "an individual who is" before 

"a member"; and 
(B) by inserting "or a civilian, otherwise au

thorized to use postal services at Armed Forces 
installations, who holds a position or performs 
one or more functions in support of military op
erations, as designated by the military theater 
commander," after "section 101 of title JO,"; and 

(2) in subparagraphs (A) and (B) by striking 
"the member" and inserting "such individual". 
SEC. 365. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

PILOT PROGRAM TO USE NATIONAL 
GUARD PERSONNEL IN MEDICALLY 
UNDERSERVED COMMUMTIES. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM.-Subsection (a) of sec
tion 376 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (P.L. 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2385) is amended-

(]) by striking out "Under regulations pre
scribed by the Secretary of Defense, the" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "The"; 

(2) by inserting ". approved by the Secretary 
of Defense," after "enter into an agreement"; 
and 

(3) by striking out "fiscal years 1993 and 1994" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "fiscal years 1993, 
1994, and 1995". 

(b) FUNDING ASSISTANCE.-Subsection (b) of 
such section is amended to read as fallows: 

"(b) FUNDING ASS!STANCE.-Amounts made 
available from Department of Defense accounts 
for operation and maintenance and for pay and 
allowances to carry out the pilot program shall 
be apportioned by the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau among those States with which 
the Chief has entered into approved agreements. 
In addition to such amounts, the Chief of the 
National Guard Bureau may authorize any 
such State, in order to carry out the pilot pro
gram during a fiscal year, to use funds received 
as part of the operation and maintenance and 
pay and allowances allotments for the National 
Guard of the State for that fiscal year. The 
amount of such funds that may be used to carry 
out the pilot program during that fiscal year 
may not exceed 25 percent of the amount used 
for medical training of the National Guard of 
the State during the fiscal year immediately be
fore that fiscal year.". 

(c) SUPPLIES AND EQUIPMENT.-Such section is 
further amended-

(1) by redesignating subsections (c) through 
(f) as subsections (d) through (g), respectively; 
and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the follow
ing new subsection (c): 

"(c) SUPPLIES AND EQUIPMENT.-(]) Funds 
made available from Department of Defense op
eration and maintenance accounts to carry out 

the pilot program may be used for the purchase 
of supplies and equipment necessary for the pro
vision of health care under the pilot program. 

"(2) In addition to supplies and ·equipment 
provided through the use of funds under para
graph (1), supplies and equipment described in 
such paragraph that are furnished by a State, a 
Federal agency. or any other person may be 
used to carry out the pilot program.". 

(d) SERVICE OF PARTICIPANTS.-Subsection (f) 
of such section, as redesignated by subsection 
(c)(J), is amended to read as follows: 

"(/)SERVICE OF PARTIC/PANTS.-Service in the 
pilot program by a member of the National 
Guard is training in the member's Federal status 
as a member of the National Guard of a State 
under section 270 of title 10, United States Code, 
and section 502 of title 32, United States Code.". 

(e) REPORT.-Subsection (g) of such section, 
as redesignated by subsection (c)(l), is amended 
by striking out "January 1, 1994" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "January 1, 1995". 

(f) DEFINITIONS.-Such section is further 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new subsection: 

"(h) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this sec
tion: 

"(1) The term 'health care' includes medical 
and dental care services. 

"(2) The term 'Governor' means, with respect 
to the District of Columbia, the commanding 
general of the District of Columbia National 
Guard. 

"(3) The term 'State' includes the District of 
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
Guam, and the Virgin Islands.". 
SEC. 366. AMENDMENTS TO THE ARMED FORCES 

RETIREMENT HOME ACT OF 1991. 

(a) RELATIONSHIP TO DEPARTMENT OF DE
FENSE.-Section 1511 of the Armed Forces Retire
ment Home Act of 1991 (title XV of P.L. 101-510; 
104 Stat. 1723) is amended-

(]) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub
section (f); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the follow
ing new subsection (e): 

"(e) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE SUPPORT.-The 
Secretary of Defense may make available to the 
Retirement Home, on a nonreimbursable basis, 
administrative support and office services, legal 
and policy planning assistance, access to inves
tigative facilities of the Inspector General of the 
Department of Defense and of the military de
partments, and any other support necessary to 
enable the Retirement Home to carry out its 
functions under this Act.". 

(b) AUTHORITY OF RETIREMENT HOME CHAIR
MAN.-Subsection (d)(l) of section 1515 of such 
Act (104 Stat. 1727) is amended to read as fol
lows: 

"(d) CHAIRMEN.-(])( A) The Secretary of De
fense shall select one of the members 'Of the Re
tirement Home Board to serve as chairman. The 
term of office of the chairman shall be five years 
with eligibility for selection to serve a second 
five-year term at the discretion of the Secretary. 
The chairman shall act as the chief executive of
ficer of the Retirement Home, and shall not be 
responsible to the Secretary of Defense or to the 
Secretaries of the military departments for over
all direction and management of the Retirement 
Home and each facility maintained as a sepa
rate facility of the Retirement Home. 

"(B) The chairman may appoint, in addition 
to such ad hoc committees as the chairman de
termines to be appropriate, a standing executive 
committee to act for, and in the name of. the Re
tirement Home Board at such times and on such 
matters as the chairman considers necessary to 
expedite the efficient and timely management of 
each facility maintained as a separate facility of 
the Retirement Home. 

"(C) The chairman may appoint an adminis
trative staff to assist the chairman in the per
! ormance of such individual's duties as the 
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chairman of the Retirement Board and chief ex
ecutive officer of the Retirement Home. The 
chairman shall determine the rate of pay for 
such staff, except that a staff member who is a 
member of the Armed Forces on active duty or 
who is a full-time officer or employee of the 
United States shall receive no additional pay by 
reason of service on the administrative staff.". 

(C) HOSPITAL CARE FOR HOME RESIDENTS.
The second sentence of section JSJ3(b) of such 
Act (104 Stat. 172S) is amended to read as fol
lows: "Secondary and tertiary hospital care for 
residents that is not available at a facility main
tained as a separate establishment of the Retire
ment Home shall, to the extent available, be ob
tained by agreement with the Secretary of Vet
erans Affairs or the Secretary of Defense in a 
facility administered by such Secretary. The Re
tirement Home shall not be responsible for the 
costs incurred for such care by a resident of the 
Retirement Home who uses a private medical fa
cility for such care.". 

(d) DISPOSITION OF ESTATES OF DECEASED 
RESIDENTS.-Section JS20(a) of such Act (104 
Stat. 173J) is amended to read as follows: 

" (a) EFFECTS OF DECEASED PERSONS.-The 
Director of a facility maintained as a separate 
establishment of the Retirement Home shall 
safeguard and dispose of the estate and per
sonal effects of deceased residents, including ef
fects delivered to the Retirement Home under 
subsections 47J2(f) and 97J2(f) of title 10, United 
States Code, and shall ensure the following: 

"(1) A will or other instrument of a testa
mentary nature involving property rights exe
cuted by a resident shall be promptly delivered, 
upon the death of the resident, to the proper 
court of record. All property left by the deceased 
resident shall be held for disposition as directed 
by the court. 

"(2) In the event a resident dies intestate and 
the heirs or legal representative of the deceased 
cannot be immediately ascertained, the Director 
shall retain all property left by the decedent for 
a three-year period beginning on the date of the 
death . If entitlement to such property is estab
lished to the satisfaction of the Director at any 
time during the three-year period , the Director 
shall distribute the decedent's property, in equal 
pro-rata shares when multiple beneficiaries 
have been identified, to the highest following 
categories of identified survivors (listed in the 
order of precedence indicated): 

"(A) The surviving spouse or legal representa-
tive. 

"(B) The children of the deceased. 
''(C) The parents of the deceased. 
"(D) The siblings of the deceased. 
"(E) The next-of-kin of the deceased.". 
(e) SALE OF EFFECTS.-Subsection (b) of such 

section is amended to read as fallows: 
"(b) SALE OF EFFECTS.-(1) In the event the 

disposition of the estate of a resident of the Re
tirement Home cannot be accomplished under 
subsection (a)(2), the entirety of the deceased 
resident's domiciliary estate and the entirety of 
any ancillary estate that are unclaimed at the 
end of the three-year period beginning on the 
date of the death of the resident shall escheat to 
the Retirement Home. Upon the sale of any such 
unclaimed estate property, the proceeds of the 
sale shall be deposited in the Retirement Home 
Trust Fund. In the event a personal representa
tive or other fiduciary is appointed to admin
ister a deceased resident's unclaimed estate be
fore the end of such three-year period, the bal
ance of the entire net proceeds of the estate, less 
estate expenses, shall be directly deposited to 
any local court fund, subject to a claim by the 
Comptroller General of the United States. This 
paragraph shall apply to the estate of a resident 
of the Soldiers' and Airmen 's Home or of the 
Naval Home who dies after November 29, 1989. 

"(2) The Director of a facility maintained as 
a separate establishment of the Retirement 

Home may designate an attorney to serve as at
torney-general for the facility in any probate 
proceeding in which the Retirement Home may 
have a legal interest as nominated fiduciary. 
testamentary legatee, escheat legatee, or in any 
other capacity. The attorney-general may , in 
the domiciliary jurisdiction of the deceased resi
dent and in any ancillary jurisdictions, petition 
for appointment as fiduciary under any result
ing court appointment. In a probate proceeding 
in which the heirs of an intestate deceased resi
dent cannot be located, the attorney-agent shall 
be appointed as the fiduciary of the estate of the 
decedent. 

"(3) The designation of a facility of the Re
tirement Home as personal representative of the 
estate of a resident of the Retirement Home or as 
a legatee under the will or codicil of the resident 
shall not disqualify an employee or staff member 
of that facility from serving as an eligible wit
ness to a will or codicil of the resident. 

"(4) After the expiration of the three-year pe
riod beginning on the date of the death of a 
resident of the facility, the Director of the facil
ity shall dispose of all property of the deceased 
resident that is not otherwise disposed of as pro
vided for in this subsection, including personal 
effects such as decorations, medals, and cita
tions to which a right has not been established 
under subsection (a). Disposal may be made 
within the discretion of the Director by-

''( A) retaining such property or effects for the 
facility; · 

"(B) offering such items to the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs, a State, another military 
home, a museum, or any other institution hav
ing an interest; or 

"(C) destroying any items the Director con
cerned considers to be valueless.". 
SEC. 367. REQUIRED PAYMENT DATE UNDER 

PROMPT PAYMENT ACT FOR PRO· 
CUREMENT OF BAKED GOODS. 

In the case of the acquisition of baked goods 
by the Department of Defense, the required pay
ment date for purposes of section 3902 of title 31, 
United States Code (relating to interest penalties 
for failure to pay contractors by the required 
payment date), shall be the same as applies 
under the regulations prescribed under section 
3903(a)(4) of such title in the case of the acquisi
tion of edible oils or fats by the Department of 
Defense. 
SEC. 368. PROVISION OF FACILITIES AND SERV

ICES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DE
FENSE TO CERTAIN EDUCATIONAL 
ENTITIES. 

(a) PROVISION OF FACILITIES AND SERVICES.
Chapter JS2 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new section: 
"§2553. Facilities and services: certain edu

cational entities 
" (a) USE OF FACILITIES.-The Secretary may 

permit an entity referred to in subsection (c) to 
use, on a reimbursable or nonreimbursable basis, 
any facility of the Department of Defense that 
the Secretary determines will assist that entity 
in achieving its educational goals. 
. "(b) USE OF SERVICES.-The Secretary may 
make available to an entity ref erred to in sub
section (c), on a reimbursable or nonreimburs
able basis, the services of any member of the 
armed forces or employee of the Department of 
Defense who the Secretary determines will assist 
that entity in achieving its education goals. 

"(c) COVERED ENTITIES.-The entities referred 
to in subsections (a) and (b) are the following: 

"(1) The United States Space Camp. 
"(2) The United States Space Academy. 
"(3) The Aviation Challenge. 
"(4) The National Flight Academy. 
"(d) OPERATION OF THE NATIONAL FLIGHT 

ACADEMY.-After the completion of the facilities 
of the National Flight Academy, the Secretary 

of the Navy may accept the donation of such fa
cilities from the Naval Aviation Museum Foun
dation (or a successor entity of the Foundation). 
If the donation occurs, the Secretary of the 
Navy may, by regulations prescribed under sub
section (f), permit the Naval Aviation Museum 
Foundation (or any successor entity) to operate 
and maintain such facilities. 

"(e) NONINTERFERENCE WITH ARMED FORCES 
OPERATIONS.-The provision of facilities and 
services under subsections (a) and (b) may not 
interfere with the normal operations and mis
sions of the armed forces. 

"(f) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary shall pre
scribe regulations to carry out this section, in
cluding regulations establishing reasonable 
rates for a reimbursement under subsection 
(a).". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of subchapter II of such 
chapter is amended by adding at the end the 
fallowing new item: 
"2SS3. Facilities and services: certain edu

cational entities.". 
SEC. 369. MODIFICATION OF RESTRICTION ON RE

PAIR OF CERTAIN VESSELS THE 
HOMEPORT OF WHICH IS PLANNED 
·FOR REASSIGNMENT. 

Section 73JO(b) of title JO, United States Code, 
as inserted by section 814(b), is amended to read 
as follows: 

" (b) VESSEL CHANGING HOMEPORTS.-(1) In 
the case of a naval vessel the homeport of which 
is not in the United States (or a territory of the 
United States), the Secretary of the Navy may 
not during the JS-month period preceding the 
planned reassignment of the vessel to a home
port in the United States (or a territory of the 
United States) begin any work for the overhaul, 
repair, or maintenance of the vessel that is 
scheduled to be for a period of more than six 
months. 

"(2) In the case of a naval vessel the homeport 
of which is in the United States (or a territory 
of the United States), the Secretary of the Navy 
shall during the JS-month period preceding the 
planned reassignment of the vessel to a home
port not in the United States (or a territory of 
the United States) perform in the United States 
(or a territory of the United States) any work 
for the overhaul, repair, or maintenance of the 
vessel that is scheduled to be for a period of 
more than six months. ". 
SEC. 370. ESCORTS AND FLAGS FOR CIVILIAN EM· 

PLOYEES WHO DIE WHILE SERVING 
IN AN ARMED CONFLICT WITH THE 
ARMED FORCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 7S of title JO, Unit
ed States Code, is amended by inserting after 
section 1482 the fallowing new section: 
"§ 1482a. Expenses incident to death: civilian 

employees serving in a contingency oper
ation 
"(a) PAYMENT OF EXPENSES.-The Secretary 

concerned may pay the fallowing expenses inci
dent to the death of a civilian employee who 
dies while serving with an armed force in a con
tingency operation: 

" (]) Round-trip transportation and prescribed 
allowances for one person to escort the remains 
of the employee to the place authorized under 
section S742(b)(J) of title S. 

"(2) Presentation of a flag of the United 
States to the next of kin of the employee. 

"(3) Presentation of a flag of equal size to the 
flag presented under paragraph (2) to the par
ents or parent of the employee, if the person to 
be presented a flag under paragraph (2) is other 
than the parent of the employee. 

"(b) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary of Defense 
shall prescribe regulations to implement this sec
tion. The Secretary of Transportation shall pre
scribe regulations to implement this section with 
regard to civilian employees of the Department 
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of Transportation. Such regulations shall be 
uniform to the extent possible. 

"(c) DEFINITIONS.-ln this section: 
"(1) The term 'parent' has the meaning given 

such term in section 1482(a)(ll) of this title. 
"(2) The term 'Secretary concerned' includes 

the Secretary of Defense with respect to employ
ees of the Department of Defense who are not 
employees of a military department.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of chapter 75 of such title 
is amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 1482 the following new item: 
"1482a. Expenses incident to death: civilian em

ployees serving in a contingency 
op~ration. ". 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by this section shall apply with respect to the 
payment of incidental expenses for civilian em
ployees who die while serving in a contingency 
operation that occurs after the date of the en
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 371. MAINTENANCE OF PACIFIC BAITLE 

MONUMENTS. 
(a) AUTHORJTY.-The Commandant Of the Ma

rine Corps may provide necessary minor mainte
nance and repairs to the Pacific battle monu
ments until such time as the Secretary of the 
American Battle Monuments Commission . and 
the Commandant of the Marine Corps agree that 
the repair and maintenance will be performed by 
the American Battle Monuments Commission. 

(b) FUNDING.-OJ the amounts made available 
to the Marine Corps for operation and mainte
nance in a fiscal year, not more than $15,000 
shall be available to repair and maintain Pacific 
battle monuments, except that of the amounts 
available to the Marine Corps for operation and 
maintenance in fiscal year 1994 , $150,000 shall 
be available to repair and relocate a monument 
located on Iwo Jima commemorating the heroic 
efforts of American military personnel during 
World War II. 
SEC. 372. EXCLUSIVE USE OF AIRCRAFT CARRIER 

FOR FULL-TIME TRAINING. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of the 

Congress that the aviation training require
ments of the Navy can be adequately achieved 
in a safe and cost-effective manner only if an 
aircraft carrier is used exclusively and on a full
time basis to meet such requirements. 

(b) USE OF CARRJER.-The Secretary of the 
Navy shall use the U.S.S. Forestall (or another 
aircraft carrier designated by the Secretary) ex
clusively and on a full-time basis to meet the 
aviation training requirements of the Navy. 
SEC. 373. REPORT ON CERTAIN EDUCATIONAL AR

RANGEMENTS FOR CHIWREN RE
SIDING ON MILITARY INSTALLA· 
TIONS IN THE UNITED STATES. 

(a) REPORT.-(1) Not later than March 31 , 
1994, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the congressional committees referred to in para
graph (2) a report on any educational arrange
ment referred to in subsection (b) that is made 
by the Secretary of Defense for children residing 
on military installations in the United States. 
The report shall contain the assessment and rec
ommendations of the Secretary of Defense re
garding the justification of the continuing need 
for school facilities under any such educational 
arrangement. 

(2) The congressional committees referred to in 
paragraph (1) are the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Representa
tives, the Committee on Labor and Human R'e
sources of the Senate, and the Committee on 
Education and Labor of the House of Represent
atives. 

(b) COVERED ARRANGEMENTS.-An educational 
arrangement referred to in subsection (a) is an 
arrangement of the kind that may be made 
under section 6 of the Act of September 30, 1950 
(20 U.S.C. 241). 

SEC. 374. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN 
PROGRAMS. 

(a) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT FOR USE OF 
PROCEEDS FROM THE SALE OF CERTAIN PROP
ERTY.-(1) Section 343(d)(J) of the National De
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 
and 1993 (Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1344) is 
amended by striking out "terminate at the end 
of the two-year period beginning on the date of 
the· enactment of this Act'· and inserting in lieu 
thereof "terminate on December 5, 1994 ". 

(2) Section 343(e) of such Act is amended by 
striking out "60 days after the end of the two
year period described in subsection (d)" and in
serting in lieu thereof "February 3, 1995". 

(b) AUTHORITY FOR AVIATION DEPOTS AND 
NAVAL SHIPYARDS TO ENGAGE IN DEFENSE-RE
LATED PRODUCTION AND SERVICES.-Section 
1425(e) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101-510; 104 
Stat. 1684) is amended by striking out "Septem
ber 30, 1993" and inserting in lieu thereof "Sep
tember 30, 1994 ". 

(c) AUTHORITY OF BASE COMMANDERS OVER 
CONTRACTING FOR COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES.
Section 2468(/) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "September 30, 1993" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "September 30, 
1994". 

Subtitle G-Environmental Provisions 
SEC. 381. MODIFICATION OF ANNUAL REPORT ON 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION 
AND COMPLIANCE BY THE DEPART· 
MENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Section 2706 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, is amended to read as follows : 
"§2706. Annual report to Congress 

"(a) REPORT.-Each year, at the same time 
the President submits to the Congress the budget 
for a fiscal year (pursuant to section 1105 of title 
31), the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Congress a report that describes the progress 
made by the Secretary of Defense in implement
ing environmental restoration and compliance 
activities at military installations. 

"(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.-Each such report 
shall include the following: 

"(J) With respect to environmental restoration 
activities for each military installation, the fol
lowing: 

"(A) A statement of the number of individual 
facilities at which a hazardous substance has 
been identified. 

"(B) The status of response actions con
templated or undertaken at each such facility. 

"(C) The specific cost estimates and budgetary 
proposals involving response actions con
templated or undertaken at each such facility. 

"(D) The amount of funds obligated for each 
response action, and the progress made on im
plementing the response action, during the pre
vious fiscal year, with explanations for any cost 
variance from such previous year's estimates of 
more than 15 percent or $10,000,000 (whichever is 
greater), or any schedule slippage of more than 
180 days. 

"(E) The amount allocated for, and the 
progress the Department expects to make in im
plementing, each response action during the 
current fiscal year. 

"( F) The amount requested for each response 
action for the fiscal year for which the Presi
dent's budget is submitted, and the progress the 
Secretary expects to make during that fiscal 
year in implementing the response action. If 
such information is not available at the time of 
the submission of the report, the Secretary shall, 
to the maximum extent possible, provide the in
formation in a supplemental report not later 
than 30 days after submission of the report. 

"(G) The costs incurred to date for each re
sponse action. 

"(H) The estimated cost to complete the envi
ronmental restoration activities, including , 

where relevant, the estimated cost in Jive-year 
increments. 

"(/) The estimated final date for completion of 
the environmental restoration activities, includ
ing, where relevant, the estimated progress, in 
Jive-year increments, toward completion. 

"(2) With respect to compliance activities, the 
following: 

"(A) A statement of the funding levels and 
full-time personnel required for the Department 
of Defense to comply with applicable environ
mental laws during the fiscal year for which the 
budget is submitted. The statement shall set 
forth separately the funding levels and person
nel required for the Department of Defense as a 
whole and for each military installation. 

"(B) A statement of the funding levels and 
full-time personnel requested for such purposes 
in the budget as submitted by the President, to
gether with an explanation of any dif Jerences 
between the funding level and personnel re
quirements and the funding level and personnel 
requests in the budget. The statement shall set 
forth separately the funding levels and full-time 
personnel requested for the Department of De
fense as a whole and for each military installa
tion. 

"(C) A projection of the funding levels and 
full-time personnel that will be required over the 
next five fiscal years for the Department of De
fense to comply with applicable environmental 
laws, set forth separately for the Department of 
Defense as a whole and for each military instal
lation. 

"(D) An analysis of the effect that compliance 
with such environmental laws may have on the 
operations and mission capabilities of the De
partment of Defense as a whole and of each 
military installation. 

"(E) A statement of the funding levels re
quested in the budget for carrying out research, 
development, testing, and evaluation for envi
ronmental purposes or environmental activities 
of the Department of Defense. The statement 
shall set for th separately the funding levels re
quested for the Department of Defense as a 
whole and for each military department and De
fense Agency. 

"( F) A description of the number and duties 
of current full-time personnel, both civilian and 
military, who carry out environmental activities 
(including research) for the Department of De
fense, including a description of the organiza
tional structure of such personnel from the Sec
retary of Defense down to the military installa
tion level. 

"(G) A statement of the funding levels and 
personnel required for the Department of De
fense to comply with applicable environmental 
requirements for military installations located 
outside the United States during the fiscal year 
for which the budget is submttted. 

"(c) DEFINITIONS.-ln this section: 
"(1) The term 'military installation'
"(A) includes-
"(i) each facility or site owned by, leased to, 

or otherwise possessed by the United States and 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary; 

"(ii) each facility or site which was under the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary and owned by, 
leased to, or otherwise possessed by the United 
States at the time of actions leading to contami
nation by hazardous substances; and 

"(iii) each facility or site at which the Sec
retary is conducting environmental restoration 
activities funded through the Defense Environ
mental Restoration Account established under 
section 2703, the Department of Defense Base 
Closure Account 1990 established under section 
2906 of the Defense Base Closure and Realign
ment Act of 1990 (title XXIX of Public Law 101-
510; JO U.S.C. 2687 note), the Department of De
fense Base Closure Account established under 
section 207 of the Defense Authorization Amend
ments and Base Closure and Realignment Act 
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(10 U.S.C. note), a successor account to any 
such accounts, or any other account established 
in connection with the closing or realigning of a 
military installation; 

"(B) means a base, camp, post, station, yard, 
center, or other activity under the jurisdiction 
of the Department of Defense, including any 
leased facility, which is located within any of 
the several States, the District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, American 
Samoa, the Virgin Islands , or Guam; and 

"(C) does not include any facility used pri
marily for civil works, rivers and harbors 
projects, or flood control projects. 

"(2) The term 'response· has the same mean
ing given such term in section 101(25) of the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Com
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9601(25)). ". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The item relating 
to section 2706 in the table of sections at the be
ginning of chapter 160 of such title is amended 
to read as fallows: 
"2706. Annual report to Congress.". 
SEC. 382. INDEMNIFICATION OF TRANSFEREES 

OF CLOSING DEFENSE PROPERTY. 

Section 330 of the National Defense Author
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2371) is amended-

(1) in subsection (a)(J)-
(A) by striking out " hazardous substance or 

pollutant or contaminant" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "hazardous substance, pollutant or con
taminant, or petroleum or its derivatives" ; and 

(B) by inserting "(including the activities of 
any contractor or subcontractor of the Depart
ment of Defense other than a response action 
contractor)" after "Department of Defense ac
tivities"; 

(2) in subsection (a)(2), by striking out " de
scribed in this paragraph'· and inserting in lieu 
thereof " referred to in paragraph (1)"; 

(3) in subsection (a)(3)-
( A) by striking out " the persons and entities 

described in paragraph (2)" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "a person or entity described in 
paragraph (2)"; and 

(B) by inserting "to that person or entity " be
! ore the period; 

(4) in subsection (b)-
( A) in paragraph (2), by inserting " person or " 

before " entity"; and 
(B) in paragraph (4), by inserting "person or" 

before "entity"; 
(5) in subsection (c), by inserting "or entity" 

after " person" each place it appears; 
(6) in subsection (d)-
( A) by striking out " plaintiff" and inserting 

in lieu thereof "person or entity seeking indem
nification under this section"; and 

(B) by striking out "hazardous substance or 
pollutant or contaminant" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "hazardous substance, a pollutant or 
contaminant, or petroleum or its derivatives"; 
and 

(7) in subsection (f)
( A) in paragraph (1)-
(i) by inserting " 'remedial action ', 're

sponse'," after "'release', "; and 
(ii) by inserting "(24) , (25) ," after "(22), " each 

place it appears; and 
(B) by adding after paragraph (3) the follow

ing new paragraph: 
"(4) The term 'response action contractor' has 

the meaning given such term in section 119(e)(2) 
of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9619(e)(2)), except that such term in
cludes a person who enters into, and is carrying 
out, a contract to provide at a facility (includ
ing a facility not listed on the National Prior
ities List) a response action with respect to any 
release or threatened release from the facility of 
a hazardous substance or pollutant or contami-

nant, or a similar action with respect to petro
leum or its derivatives.". 

TITLE IV-MILITARY PERSONNEL 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

Subtitle A-Active Forces 

SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES. 

The Armed Forces are authorized strengths 
for active duty personnel as of Septemfler 30, 
1994 , as follows: 

(1) The Army, 540,000. 
(2) The Navy, 480,800. 
(3) The Marine Corps, 174,100. 
(4) The Air Force, 425,700. 

Subtitle B-Reserve Forces 

SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE· 
. SERVE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-The Armed Forces are au
thorized strengths for Selected Reserve person
nel of the reserve components as of September 
30, 1994, as follows: 

(1) The Army National Guard of the United 
States, 410,000. 

(2) The Army Reserve, 260,000. 
(3) The Naval Reserve, 113,400. 
(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 36,900. 
(5) The Air National Guard of the United 

States, 117,700. 
(6) The Air Force Reserve, 81,500. 
(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 10,000. 
(b) w A/VER AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of De

fense may increase the end strength authorized 
by subsection (a) by not more than 2 percent. 

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.-The end strengths pre
scribed by subsection (a) for the Selected Re
serve of any reserve component shall be reduced 
proportionately by-

(1) the total authorized strength of units orga
nized to serve as units of the Selected Reserve of 
such component which are on active duty (other 
than for training) at the end of the fiscal year, 
and 

(2) the total number of individual members not 
in units organized to serve as units of the Se
lected Reserve of such component who are on 
active duty (other than for training or for un
satisfactory participation in training) without 
their consent at the end of the fiscal year. 

Whenever such units or such individual mem
bers are released from active duty during any 
fiscal year, the end strength prescribed for such 
fiscal year for the Selected Reserve of such re
serve component shall be increased proportion
ately by the total authorized strengths of such 
units and by the total number of such individ
ual members. 
SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC· 

TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE· 
SERVES. 

Within the end strengths prescribed in section 
402(b), the reserve components of the Armed 
Forces are authorized, as of September 30, 1994, 
the following number of Reserves to be serving 
on full-time active duty or, in the case of mem
bers of the National Guard, full-time National 
Guard duty for the purpose of organizing, ad
ministering, recruiting, instructing, or training 
the reserve components: 

(1) The Army National Guard of the United 
States. 24,180. 

(2) The Army Reserve , 12,542. 
(3) The Naval Reserve, 19,369. 
(4) The Marine Corps Reserve. 2,119. 
(5) The Air National Guard of the United 

States. 9,389. 
(6) The Air Force Reserve, 648. 

SEC. 413. INCREASE IN NUMBER OF MEMBERS IN 
CERTAIN GRADES AUTHORIZED TO 
BE ON ACTIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF 
THE RESERVES. 

(a) SENIOR ENLISTED MEMBERS.-Effective on 
October 1, 1993, the table in section 517(b) of 

title 10, United States Code, is amended to read 
as follows : 

Air Ma-
"Grade Army Navy Force rine 

Corps 

E-9 .... ..... . ...... . ... .. .. .. . .. 569 202 328 14 
E-8 ···· ·· ·· ······ ·· ········· ··· · 2,585 429 840 74 ". 

(b) OFFICERS.-Effective on October 1, 1993, 
the table in section 524(a) of such title is amend
ed to read as fallows: 

" Grade Army 

Major or Lieutenant 
Commander .... ..... ..... 3,219 

Lieutenant Colonel or 
Commander ... .... .. ..... 1,524 

Colonel or Navy Cap-
tain .. .... .......... ... ...... 372 

Navy 

1,071 

520 

188 

Air 
Force 

575 

636 

274 

Ma
rine 

Corps 

110 

75 

25''. 

SEC. 414. FORCE STRUCTURE ALLOWANCE FOR 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD. 

(a) MINIMUM FORCE STRUCTURE LEVEL.-The 
force structure allowance for the Army National 
Guard of the United States for fiscal year 1994 
shall be not less than 420,000. 

(b) FORCE STRUCTURE ALLOWANCE DEFINED.
For purposes of this section. the force structure 
allowance for a reserve component is the allow
ance prescribed for that reserve component by 
the Secretary of the military department con
cerned pursuant to section 413 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
(Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2400). 
SEC. 415. PERSONNEL LEVEL FOR NAVY CRAFT OF 

OPPORTUNITY (COOP) PROGRAM. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 1994.-The Secretary of the 
Navy shall ensure that none of the end strength 
reduction projected for the Naval Reserve in this 
Act shall be derived from personnel authoriza
tions assigned to the Craft of Opportunity mis
sion. 

(b) PERMANENT STAFFING LEVEL.-The num
ber of personnel authorizations assigned to the 
Craft of Opportunity mission shall be main
tained during fiscal year 1994 and thereafter at 
not less than the level in effect on September 30, 
1991. 
Subtitle C-Military Training Student Loads 

SEC. 421. AUTHORIZATION OF TRAINING STU
DENT LOADS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-For fiscal year 1994, the 
components of the active and reserve Armed 
Forces are authorized average military training 
student loads as follows: 

(1) The Army, 75,220. 
(2) The Navy, 45,269. 
(3) The Marine Corps, 22,753. 
(4) The Air Force, 33,439. 
(b) ADJUSTMENTS.-The average military 

training student loads authorized in subsection 
(a) shall be adjusted consistent with the end 
strengths authorized in subtitles A and B. The 
Secretary of Defense shall prescribe the manner 
in which such adjustments shall be apportioned. 
SEC. 422. STUDENT LOADS AT WAR COLLEGES 

AND AT COMMAND AND GENERAL 
STAFF COLLEGES. 

(a) REQUIRED STUDENT LEVELS.-The Sec
retary of Defense shall ensure that the number 
of students at each of the war colleges and at 
each of the command and general staff colleges 
is maintained during fiscal year 1994 at the 
same level as was in effect on October 1, 1992, 
for each such college. 

(b) COVERED SCHOOLS.-For purposes of sub
section (a)-

(1) the war colleges are the National War Col
lege, the Industrial College of the Armed Forces, 
the Army War College, the College of Naval 
Warfare. and the Air War College; and 
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(2) the command and general staff colleges are 

the Armed Forces Staff College, the Army Com
mand and General Staff Course, the College of 
Naval Command and Staff, the Air Command 
and Staff College, and the Marine Corps Com
mand and Staff College. 
Subtitle D-Authorization of Appropriations 

SEC. 431. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL. 

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
to the Department of Defense for military per
sonnel for fiscal year 1994 a total of 
$70,671,147,000. The authorization in the preced
ing sentence supersedes any other authorization 
of appropriations (definite or indefinite) for 
such purpose for fiscal year 1994. 

TITLE V-MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY 
Subtitle A-Active Components 

SEC. 501. YEARS OF SERVICE FOR ELIGIBILITY 
FOR SEPARATION PAY FOR REGULAR 
OFFICERS INVOLUNTARILY DIS· 
CHARGED. 

(a) PERIOD OF SERVICE REQUIRED FOR ELIGl
BILITY.-Section 1174(a)(l) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out "five" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "six" . 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-(1) Except as provided 
in paragraph (2), the amendment made by sub
section (a) shall apply with respect to any regu
lar officer who is discharged after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(2) The amendment made by subsection (a) 
shall not apply with respect to an officer who 
on the date of the enactment of this Act has five 
or more, but less than six, years of active service 
in the Armed Forces. 
SEC. 502. EXTENSION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR VOL· 

UNTARY SEPARATION INCENTIVE 
AND SPECIAL SEPARATION BENE· 
FITS PROGRAMS. 

Sections 1174a(c)(2) and 1175(d)(l) of title 10, 
United States Code, are amended by striking out 
"December 5, 1991" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"the date of the enactment of the National De
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994". 
SEC. 503. ELIGIBILITY FOR INVOLUNTARY SEPA· 

RATION BENEFITS. 
Section 1141 of title 10, United States Code, is 

amended by striking out "September 30, 1990" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "September 30, 
1991 ". 
SEC. 504. 1WO·YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY 

FOR TEMPORARY PROMOTION OF 
CERTAIN NAVY LIEUTENANTS. 

(a) EXTENSION.-Section 5721(f) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking out 
"September 30, 1993" and inserting in lieu there
of "September 30, 1995". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect as of Septem
ber 30, 1993. 
SEC. 505. OFFICERS INELIGIBLE FOR CONSIDER· 

ATION BY EARLY RETIREMENT 
BOARDS. 

Section 638(e)(2)(B) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended-

(1) by inserting "(i)" after "grade and com
petitive category"; 

(2) by inserting "(ii)" after "of this title, or"; 
and 

(3) by striking out the comma after "any pro
vision of law". 
SEC. 506. REMEDY FOR INEFFECTIVE COUNSEL· 

ING OF OFFICERS DISCHARGED FOL· 
LOWING SELECTION BY EARLY DIS· 
CHARGE BOARDS. 

(a) PROCEDURE FOR REVIEW.-(1) The Sec
retary of each military department shall estab
lish a procedure for the review of the individual 
circumstances of an officer described in para
graph (2) who is discharged, or who the Sec
retary concerned approves for discharge, follow
ing the report of a selection board convened by 
the Secretary to select officers for separation. 

(2) This section applies in the case of any offi
cer (including a warrant officer) who, having 
been offered the opportunity to be discharged or 
otherwise separated from active duty through 
the programs provided under section 1174a and 
1175 of title 10, United States Code, elected not 
to accept such discharge or separation. 

(b) APPLJCATION.-A review under this section 
shall be conducted in any case submitted to the 
Secretary concerned by application from the of
ficer or former officer under regulations pre
scribed by the Secretary. 

(C) PURPOSE OF REVIEW.-(1) The review 
under this section shall be designed to evaluate 
the effectiveness of the counseling of the officer 
before the convening of the board to ensure that 
the officer was properly inf armed that selection 
for discharge or other separation from active 
duty was a potential result of being within the 
group of officers to be considered by the board 
and that the officer was not improperly in
formed that such selection in that officer's per
sonal case was unlikely. 

(2) The Secretary shall consider each case on 
its merits, but shall make a finding of ineffective 
counseling if an individual was instructed by an 
official source before the convening of the board 
that the officer's risk of discharge was reduced 
by the quality of the officer's record or by an ex
pected limitation on the number of discharges 
from the officer's occupational skill category, 
branch, corps, or other administrative grouping 
of officers. 

(3) For purposes of this subsection, the term 
"official source" means any office or individual 
within a military department that could reason
ably be expected to provide information on an 
individual personnel record or personnel policy. 

(d) REMEDY.-Upon a finding of ineffective 
counseling under subsection (c), the Secretary 
shall provide the officer the opportunity to par
ticipate, at the officer's option, in any one of 
the fallowing programs: 

(1) The Special Separation Benefits Programs 
under section 1174a of title 10, United States 
Code. 

(2) The Voluntary Separation Incentive pro
gram under section 1175 of such title. 

(3) The Temporary Early Retirement Author
ity as authorized by section 4403 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
(Public Law 102-484, October 23, 1992). 

The officer must meet all eligibility criteria for 
the program selected. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.-This section shall apply 
with respect to officers separated after Septem
ber 30, 1990. 

Subtitle B-Reserve Components 
SEC. 511. EXPANSION OF SELECTED RESERVE 

CALL-UP PERIOD FROM 90 DAYS TO 
180 DAYS. 

Section 673b of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) by striking out " 90 days" in subsection (a) 
and inserting in lieu thereof "180 days"; and 

(2) by striking out "90 additional days" in 
subsection (i) and inserting in lieu thereof " 180 
additional days". 
SEC. 512. NUMBER OF FULL-TIME RESERVE PER· 

SONNEL WHO MAY BE ASSIGNED TO 
ROTC DUTY. 

Section 690 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "may not exceed 200" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "may not exceed 
275". 
SEC. 513. REPEAL OF MANDATED REDUCTION IN 

ARMY RESERVE COMPONENT FULL
TIME MANNING END STRENGTH. 

Section 412 of the National Defense Author
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 
101-510; 10 U.S.C. 261 note) is amended by strik
ing out subsections (b) and (c). 

SEC. 514. 1WO-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN RE· 
SERVE OFFICER MANAGEMENT PRO· 
GRAMS. 

(a) GRADE DETERMINATION AUTHORITY FOR 
CERTAIN RESERVE MEDICAL OFFICERS.-Sections 
3359(b) and 8359(b) of title 10, United States 
Code, are each amended by striking "September 
30, 1993" and inserting in lieu thereof "Septem
ber 30, 1995". 

(b) PROMOTION AUTHORITY FOR CERTAIN RE
SERVE OFFICERS SERVING ON ACTIVE DUTY.
Sections 3380(d) and 8380(d) of such title are 
each amended by striking out "September 30, 
1993" and inserting in lieu thereof "September 
30, 1995". 

(C) YEARS OF SERVICE FOR MANDATORY TRANS
FER TO THE RETIRED RESERVE.-Section 1016(d) 
of the Department of Defense Authorization 
Act, 1984 (10 U.S.C. 3360 note) is amended by 
striking out "September 30, 1993" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "September 30, 1995". 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.-(1) The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect as of Sep
tember 30, 1993. 

(2) If the date of the enactment of this Act is 
after September 30, 1993, the Secretary of the 
Army or the Secretary of the Air Force, as ap
propriate, shall provide, in the case of a Reserve 
officer appointed to a higher grade on or after 
the date of the enactment of this Act under an 
appointment described in paragraph (3), that 
the date of rank of such officer under that ap
pointment shall be the date of rank that would 
have applied . to the appointment had the au
thority referred to in that paragraph not lapsed. 

(3) An appointment referred to in paragraph 
(2) is an appointment under section 3380 or 8380 
of title 10, United States Code, that (as deter
mined by the Secretary concerned) would have 
been made during the period beginning on Octo
ber 1, 1993, and ending on the date of the enact
ment of this Act had the authority to make ap
pointments under that section not lapsed during 
such period. 
SEC. 515. CADRE DIVISIONS. 

(a) REQUIREMENT To ESTABLISH.-The Sec
retary of the Army shall, not later than Septem
ber 30, 1995, establish one or more active cadre 
divisions of the Army as reserve component 
training divisions. Each such active cadre divi
sion shall be part of the active Army force struc
ture and shall have a commander who is on the 
active-duty list of the Army. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.-The Secretary of 
the Army shall during fiscal year 1994 submit to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives a plan to meet the 
requirement in subsection (a). The plan shall in
clude a proposal for any statutory changes that 
the Secretary considers to be necessary for the 
implementation of the plan. 
SEC. 516. TEST PROGRAM FOR RESERVE COMBAT 

MANEUVER UNIT INTEGRATION. 
(a) p LAN FOR TEST PROGRAM.-The Secretary 

of the Army shall prepare a plan for carrying 
out a test program to determine the feasibility 
and advisability of applying the roundout and 
roundup models for integration of active and re
serve component Army units at the battalion 
and company levels. 

(b) PURPOSE OF TEST PROGRAM.-The purpose 
of the test program shall be to evaluate whether 
the roundout and roundup concepts if applied 
at the battalion and company levels would-

(1) decrease post-mobilization training time; 
(2) increase the capabilities of reserve compo

nent leaders; 
(3) improve the integration of the active and 

reserve components; and 
(4) provide a more efficient means for future 

expansion of the Army in a period of emergency 
or increasing international threats to the vital 
interests of the United States. 

(c) REPORT ON PLAN.-The Secretary of the 
Army shall submit to Congress not later than 
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March 31 , 1994, a report that includes the plan 
for the test program required under subsection 
(a). 

(d) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this sec
tion, the terms " roundout" and " roundup" 
refer to two approaches for integrating Army re
serve component (Army National Guard and 
Army Reserve) combat units into active Army 
corps, divisions. brigades, and battalions after 
mobilization. The roundout approach is the 
method of bringing an incomplete active unit up 
to full strength by assigning one or more reserve 
component units to it. The roundup approach is 
the use of reserve component units to augment 
or expand active units that are already at full 
strength. 
SEC. 517. REVISIONS TO PILOT PROGRAM FOR AC

TIVE COMPONENT SUPPORT OF THE 
RESERVES. 

(a) ACTIVE COMPONENT ADVISERS.-(]) Sub
section (c) of section 414 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 
(Public Law 102-190; 10 U.S.C. 261 note) is 
amended to read as fallows: 

"(c) PERSONNEL To BE ASSIGNED.-The Sec
retary shall assign not less than 2,000 active 
component personnel to serve as advisers under 
the program. After September 30, 1994, the num
ber under the preceding sentence shall be in
creased to not less than 5,000. ". 

(2) Subsection (d) of such section is amended 
by striking out the period at the end of the sec
ond sentence and inserting in lieu thereof", to
gether with a proposal for any statutory 
changes that the Secretary considers necessary 
. to implement the program on a permanent 
basis. ". 

(b) ANNUAL REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION.-(]) 
The Secretary of the Army shall include in the 
annual report of the Secretary to Congress 
known as the Army Posture Statement a presen
tation relating to the implementation of the 
Pilot Program for Active Component Support of 
the Reserves under section 414 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 
and 1993 (Public Law 102-190; 10 U.S.C. 261 
note), as amended by subsection (a) . 

(2) Each such presentation shall include, with 
respect to the period covered by the report, the 
fallowing information: 

(A) The promotion rate for officers considered 
for promotion from within the promotion zone 
who are serving as active component advisers to 
units of the Selected Reserve of the Ready Re
serve (in accordance with that program) com
pared with the promotion rate for other officers 
considered for promotion from within the pro
motion zone in the same pay grade and the same 
competitive category. shown for all officers of 
the Army. 

(B) The promotion rate for officers considered 
for promotion from below the promotion zone 
who are serving as active component advisers to 
units of the Selected Reserve of the Ready Re
serve (in accordance with that program) com
pared in the same manner as specified in sub
paragraph (A). 
SEC. 518. REVISION OF CERTAIN DEADUNES 

UNDER ARMY GUARD COMBAT RE
FORM INITIATIVE. 

(a) DELAY IN MINIMUM PERCENTAGE OF PRIOR 
ACTIVE-DUTY PERSONNEL.-(]) Subsection (b) of 
section 1111 of the Army National Guard Com
bat Readiness Reform Act of 1992 (title XI of 
Public Law 102-484; JO U.S.C. 3077 note; 106 
Stat. 2537) is amended by striking out ''fiscal 
years 1993 through 1997" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "fiscal years 1994 through 1997". 

(2) Subsection (d) of such section is amended 
by striking out "March 15, 1993" and "April 1, 
1993" and inserting in lieu thereof "December 
15, 1993" and "January 15, 1994", respectively. 

(b) REPORT ON DENTAL READINESS OF MEM
BERS OF EARLY DEPLOYING UNITS.-Section 

1118(b) of such Act (106 Stat. 2539) is amended 
by striking out "February 15, 1993" and insert
ing in lieu thereof " October 1, 1993". 
SEC. 519. ANNUAL REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION 

OF ARMY NATIONAL GUARD REFORM 
INITIATIVE. 

(a) IN GENERAL-Chapter 307 of title JO, Unit
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new section: 
"§3083. Army National Guard Reform Initia

tive: annual report 
"(a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of the Army 

shall include in the annual report of the Sec
retary to Congress known as the Army Posture 
Statement a detailed presentation concerning 
the Army National Guard, including particu
larly information relating to the implementation 
of the Army National Guard Combat Readiness 
Reform Act of 1992 (title XI of Public Law 102-
484; J06 Stat. 2536 et seq.) (hereinafter in this 
section referred to as 'ANGCRRA '). 

"(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED IN REPORT.
Each presentation under subsection (a) shall in
clude, with respect to the period covered by the 
report, the following information concerning the 
Army National Guard: 

"(]) The number and percentage of officers 
with at least two years of active-duty before be
coming a member of the Army National Guard. 

"(2) The number and percentage of enlisted 
personnel with at least two years of active-duty 
before becoming a member of the Army National 
Guard. 

"(3) The number of officers who are graduates 
of one of the service academies and were re
leased from active duty before the completion of 
their active-duty service obligation and of those 
officers-

"( A) the number who are serving the remain
ing period of their active-duty service obligation 
as a member of the Selected Reserve pursuant to 
section 1112(a)(l) of ANGCRRA; and 

"(B) the number for whom waivers were 
granted by the Secretary under section 
1112(a)(2) of ANGCRRA and the reason for each 
waiver. 

"(4) The number of officers who were commis
sioned as distinguished Reserve Officers' Train
ing Corps graduates and were released from ac
tive duty before the completion of their active
duty service obligation and of those officers-

"( A) the number who are serving the remain
ing period of their active-duty service obligation 
as a member of the Selected Reserve pursuant to 
section 1112(a)(l) of ANGCRRA; and 

"(B) the number for whom waivers were 
granted by the Secretary under section 
1112(a)(2) of ANGCRRA and the reason for each 
waiver . 

"(5) The number of officers who are graduates 
of the Reserve Officers ' Training Corps program 
and who are performing their minimum period 
of obligated service in accordance with section 
1112(b) of ANGCRRA by a combination of (A) 
two years of active duty, and (B) such addi
tional period of service as is necessary to com
plete the remainder of such obligation served in 
the National Guard and, of those officers, the 
number for whom permission to perform their 
minimum period of obligated service in accord
ance with that section was granted during the 
preceding fiscal year. · 

"(6) The number of officers for whom rec
ommendations were made during the preceding 
fiscal year for a unit vacancy promotion to a 
grade above first lieutenant and, of those rec
ommendations, the number and percentage that 
were concurred in by an active-duty officer 
under section 1113(a) of ANGCRRA, shown sep
arately for each of the three categories of offi
cers set forth in section 1113(b) of ANGCRRA. 

" (7) The number of waivers during the preced
ing fiscal year under section 1114 of ANGCRRA 
of any standard prescribed by the Secretary es-

tablishing a military education requirement for 
noncommissioned officers and the reason for 
each such waiver. 

" (8) The number and distribution by grade , 
shown for each State, of personnel in the initial 
entry training and nondeployability personnel 
accounting category established under 1115 of 
ANGCRRA for members of the Army National 
Guard who have not completed the minimum 
training required for deployment or who are 
otherwise not available for deployment. 

"(9) The number of members of the Army Na
tional Guard, shown for each State, that were 
discharged during the previous fiscal year pur
suant to l 115(c)(l) of ANGCRRA for not com
pleting the minimum training required for de
ployment within 24 months after entering the 
National Guard. 

"(10) The number of waivers granted by the 
Secretary during the previous fiscal year under 
section 1115(c)(2) of ANGCRRA, shown for each 
State, of the requirement in section 1115(c)(l) of 
ANGCRRA described in paragraph (9), and the 
reason for each waiver. 

"(11) The number of members, shown for each 
State, who were screened during the preceding 
fiscal year to determine whether they meet mini
mum physical profile standards required for de
ployment and, of those members-

"( A) the number and percentage who did not 
meet minimum physical profile standards re
quired for deployment; and 

"(B) the number and percentage who were 
transferred pursuant to section 1116 of 
ANGCRRA to the personnel accounting category 
described in paragraph (8) . 

"(12) The number of members, and the per
centage of the total membership, of the Army 
National Guard, shown for each State, who un
derwent a medical screening during the previous 
fiscal year as provided in section 1117 of 
ANGCRRA. 

" (13) The number of members, and the per
centage of the total membership, of the Army 
National Guard, shown for each State, who un
derwent a dental screening during the previous 
fiscal year as provided in section 1117 of 
ANGCRRA. 

"(14) The number of members. and the per
centage of the total membership, of the Army 
National Guard, shown for each State, over the 
age of 40 who underwent a full physical exam
ination during the previous fiscal year for pur
poses of section 1117 of ANGCRRA. 

"(15) The number of units of the Army Na
tional Guard that are scheduled for early de
ployment in the event of a mobilization and, of 
those units, the number that are dentally ready 
for deployment in accordance with section 1118 
of ANGCRRA. 

"(16) The estimated post-mobilization training 
time for each Army National Guard combat 
unit, and a description, displayed in broad cat
egories and by State, of what training would 
need to be accomplished for Army National 
Guard combat units in a post-mobilization pe
riod, for purposes of section 1119 of ANGCRRA. 

"(17) A description of the measures taken dur
ing the preceding fiscal year to comply with the 
requirement in section 1120 of ANGCRRA to ex
pand the use of simulations, simulators, and ad
vanced training devices and technologies for 
members and units of the Army National Guard. 

" (18) Summary tables of unit readiness, 
shown for each State, and drawn from the unit 
readiness rating system as required by section 
1121 of ANGCRRA, including the personnel 
readiness rating information and the equipment 
readiness assessment information required by 
that section, together with-

" ( A) explanations of the information shown 
in the table; and 

"(B) based on the information shown in the 
tables , the Secretary's overall assessment of the 
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deployability of units of the Army National 
Guard, including a discussion of personnel defi
ciencies and equipment shortfalls in accordance 
with such section 1121. 

" (19) Summary tables, shown for each State, 
of the results of inspections of units of the Army 
National Guard by inspectors general or other 
commissioned officers of the Regular Army 
under the provisions of section 105 of title 32, to
gether with explanations of the information 
shown in the tables, and including display of-

"( A) the number of such inspections; 
"(BJ identification of the entity conducting 

each inspection; 
"(C) the number of units inspected; and 
"(DJ the overall results of such inspections, 

including the inspector's determination for each 
inspected unit of whether the unit met 
deployability standards and, for those units not 
meeting deployability standards, the reasons for 
such failure and the status of corrective actions. 

"(20) A listing for each Army National Guard 
combat unit of the active-duty combat unit asso
ciated with it in accordance with section 1131(a) 
of ANGCRRA identification of each Army Na
tional Guard unit, to be shown by State and to 
be accompanied, for each such National Guard 
unit, by-

"(A) the assessment of the commander of that 
associated active-duty unit of the manpower, 
equipment, and training resource requirements 
of that National Guard unit in accordance with 
section 1131(b)(3) of ANGCRRA; and 

"(B) the results of the validation by the com
mander of that associated active-duty unit of 
the compatibility of that National Guard unit 
with active duty forces in accordance with sec
tion 1131(b)(4) of ANGCRRA. 

"(21) A specification of the active-duty per
sonnel assigned to units of the Selected Reserve 
pursuant to section 414(c)(4) of the National De
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 
and 1993 (10 U.S.C. 261 note), shown (A) by 
State, (B) by rank of officers, warrant officers, 
and enlisted members assigned, and (C) by unit 
or other organizational entity of assignment. 

"(c) IMPLEMENTATION.-The requirement to 
include in an presentation required by sub
section (a) information under any paragraph of 
subsection (b) shall take effect the year follow
ing the year in which the provision of 
ANGCRRA to which that paragraph pertains 
has taken effect. Before then, in -the case of any 
such paragraph, the Secretary shall include any 
information that may be available concerning 
the topic covered by that paragraph. 

"(d) DEFINITION.-ln this section, the term 
'State ' includes the District of Columbia, Puerto 
Rico, Guam, and the Virgin Islands.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new item: 
"3083. Army National Guard Reform Initiative: 

annual report.". 
SEC. 520. FFRDC STUDY OF STATE AND FEDERAL 

MISSIONS OF THE NATIONAL GUARD. 
(a) STUDY REQUIRED.-The Secretary of De

fense shall provide for a study of the State and 
Federal missions of the National Guard to be 
carried out by a federally funded research and 
development center. The study shall consider 
both the separate and integrated requirements 
(including requirements pertaining to personnel, 
weapons, equipment, and facilities) that derive 
from those missions. 

(b) MATTERS To BE INCLUDED.-The Secretary 
shall require that the matters to be considered 
under the study include the following: 

(1) Whether the currently projected size for 
the National Guard after the completion of the 
reductions in the national defense structure 
planned through fiscal year 1998 will be ade
quate for the National Guard to fulfill both its 
State and Federal missions. 

(2) Whether the system of assigning Federal 
missions to State Guard units could be altered to 
optimize the Federal as well as the State capa
bilities of the National Guard. 

(3) Whether alternative arrangements, such as 
cooperative development of National Guard ca
pabilities among the States grouped as regions, 
are advisable and feasible. 

( 4) Whether alternative Federal-State cost
s haring arrangements should be implemented for 
National Guard units whose principal function 
is to support State missions. 

(5) Such other matters related to the missions 
of the National Guard and the corresponding re
quirements related to those missions as the Sec
retary may specify or the center carrying out 
the study may determine necessary. 

(C) FFRDC REPORTS.-(1) The Secretary shall 
require the center carrying out the study to sub
mit an interim report not later than May 1, 1994, 
and a final report not later than November 15, 
1994. Each report shall include the findings, 
conclusions, and recommendations of the center 
concerning each of the matters referred to in 
subsection (b). 

(2) The Secretary shall submit each such re
port to the Committees on Armed Services o/ the 
Senate and House of Representatives not later 
than 15 days after the date on which it is re
ceived by the Secretary. 

(d) EVALUATION AND REPORT OF FINAL 
FFRDC REPORT.-(]) After the center carrying 
out the study submits its final report, the Sec
retary of Defense, together with the Secretary of 
the Army and the Secretary of the Air Force, 
shall conduct an evaluation of the assumptions, 
analysis, findings, and recommendations of that 
study. 

(2) Not later than February 1, 1995, the Sec
retary shall submit to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Representa
tives a report on the evaluation under para
graph (1). The report shall be accompanied by 
any recommendations for legislative action that 
the Secretary considers necessary as a result of 
the study and evaluation required by this sec
tion. 

(e) COOPERATION.-The Secretary shall ensure 
that the center carrying out the study under 
this section has full access to such information 
as the center requires for the purposes of the 
study and that the center otherwise receives full 
cooperation from all officials and entities of the 
Department of Defense, including the National 
Guard, in carrying out the study. 
SEC. 521. EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE FOR GRAD

UATE PROGRAMS FOR MEMBERS OF 
THE SELECTED RESERVE. 

Section 2131 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) in subsection (c)(l), by striking out "other 
than" and all that follows through "level." and 
inserting in lieu thereof a period; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

"(i) A program of education in a course of in
struction beyond the baccalaureate degree level 
shall be provided under this chapter, subject to 
the availability of appropriations.". 
SEC. 522. TRANSITION BENEFITS FOR COAST 

GUARD RESERVE. 
(a) APPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN BENEFITS.

The Secretary of Transportation shall prescribe 
such regulations as necessary so as to apply to 
the members of the Coast Guard Reserve the 
provisions of subtitle B of title XLIV of the De
fense Conversion, Reinvestment, and Transition 
Assistance Act of 1992 (division D of Public Law. 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2712), including the amend
ments made by those provisions. For purposes of 
the application of any of such provisions to the 
Coast Guard Reserve, any reference in those 
provisions to the Secretary of Defense or Sec
retary of a military department shall be treated 
as referring to the Secretary of Transportation. 

(b) REGULATIONS.-Regulations prescribed for 
the purposes of this section shall to the extent 
practicable be identical to the regulations pre
scribed by the Secretary of Defense under those 
provisions. 

(C) TEMPORARY SPECIAL RETIREMENT AUTHOR
ITY.-Section J331a of title JO, United States 
Code, is amended-

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out "Sec
retary of a military department" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "Secretary concerned"; and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking out "of the 
military department "; and 

(3) in subsection (e), by striking out the period 
at the end and inserting in lieu thereof "and by 
the Secretary of Transportation with respect to 
the Coast Guard.". 

Subtitle C-Warrant Officers 
SEC. 531. AUTHORIZATION FOR INVOLUNTARY 

SEPARATION OF CERTAIN REGULAR 
WARRANT OFFICERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 33A of title JO, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 580 the fallowing new section: 
"§580a. Enhanced authority for selective early 

discharges 
"(a) The Secretary of Defense may authorize 

the Secretary of a military department, during 
the two-year period beginning on OctolJer 1, 
J993, to take the action set forth in subsection 
(b) with respect to regular warrant officers of an 
armed force under the jurisdiction of that Sec
retary. 

"(b) The Secretary of a military department 
may, with respect to regular warrant officers of 
an armed force, when authorized to do so under 
subsection (a), convene selection boards under 
section 573(c) of this title to consider for dis
charge regular warrant officers on the warrant 
officer active-duty list-

"(1) who have served at least one year of ac
tive duty in the grade currently held; 

"(2) whose names are not on a list of warrant 
officers recommended for promotion; and 

"(3) who are not eligible to be retired under 
any provision of law and are not within two 
years of becoming so eligible. 

"(c)(l) In the case of an action under sub
section (b), the Secretary of the military depart
ment concerned may submit to a selection board 
convened pursuant to that subsection-

"( A) the names of all regular warrant officers 
described in that subsection in a particular 
grade and competitive category; or 

"(B) the names of all regular warrant officers 
described in that subsection in a particular 
grade and competitive category who also are in 
particular year groups or specialties, or both, 
within that competitive category. 

"(2) The Secretary concerned shall specify the 
total number of warrant officers to be rec
ommended for discharge by a selection board 
convened pursuant to subsection (b). That num
ber may not be more than 30 percent of the num
ber of officers considered-

•'( A) in each grade in each competitive cat
egory; or 

"(B) in each grade, year group, or specialty 
(or combination thereof) in each competitive cat
egory. 

"(3) The total number of regular warrant offi
cers described in subsection (b) from any of the 
armed forces (or from any of the armed forces in 
a particular grade) who may be recommended 
during a fiscal year for discharge by a selection 
board convened pursuant to the authority of 
that subsection may not exceed 70 percent of the 
decrease, as compared to the preceding fiscal 
year, in the number of warrant officers of that 
armed force (or the number of warrant officers 
of that armed force in that grade) authorized to 
be serving on active duty as of the end of that 
fiscal year. 

"(4) A warrant officer who is recommended 
for discharge by a selection board convened pur
suant to the authority of subsection (b) and 
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whose discharge is approved by the Secretary 
concerned shall be discharged on a date speci
fied by the Secretary concerned. 

"(5) Selection of warrant officers for discharge 
under this subsection shall be based on the 
needs of the service. 

"(d) The discharge of any warrant officer 
pursuant to this section shall be considered in
voluntary for purposes of any other provision of 
law.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of chapter 33A is amend
ed by inserting after the item relating to section 
580 the following new item: 
"580a. Enhanced authority for selective early 

discharges.". 
SEC. 532. DETERMINATION OF SERVICE FOR WAR· 

RANT OFFICER RETIREMENT SANC· 
TU ARY. 

(a) EQUITY WITH OTHER MEMBERS.-Section 
580(a)(4) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) by inserting "(except as provided in sub
paragraph (C))" in subparagraph (A) after 
"shall be separated"; and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subparagraph: 

"(C) If on the date on which a warrant officer 
is to be separated under subparagraph (A) the 
warrant officer has at least 18 years of cred
itable active service, the warrant officer shall be 
retained on active duty until retired under 
paragraph (3) in the same manner as if the war
rant officer had had at least 18 years of service 
on the applicable date under subparagraph (A) 
or (B) of that paragraph.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply to warrant officers 
who have not been separated pursuant to sec
tion 580(a)(4) of title 10, United States Code, be
fore the date of enactment of this Act. 

Subtitle D-Women in the Service 
SEC. 541. REPEAL OF THE STATUTORY RESTRIC

TION ON THE ASSIGNMENT OF 
WOMEN IN THE NA VY AND MARINE 
CORPS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Section 6015 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, is repealed. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of chapter 555 of this title 
is amended by striking out the item relating to 
section 6015. 
SEC. 542. GENDER-NEUTRAL OCCUPATIONAL PER

FORMANCE STANDARDS. 
(a) GENERAL REQUIREMENT.-ln the case of 

any military occupational career field that is 
open to both male and female members of the 
Armed Forces, the Secretary of Defense-

(1) shall ensure that qualification of members 
of the Armed Forces for, and continuance of 
members of the Armed Forces in, that occupa
tional career field is evaluated on the basis of 
common, relevant performance standards, with
out differential standards or evaluation on the 
basis of gender; 

(2) may not use any gender quota, goal, or 
ceiling except as specifically authorized by law; 
and 

(3) may not change an occupatiunal perform
ance standard for the purpose of increasing or 
decreasing the number of women in that occu
pational career field. 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR USE OF SPECIFIC PHYS
ICAL REQUIREMENTS.-For any military occupa
tional field that is open to both male and female 
members of the Armed Forces for which (as de
termined by the Secretary of Defense) muscular 
strength and endurance and cardiovascular ca
pacity are relevant to the performance of duties 
in that field, the Secretary shall prescribe spe
cific physical requirements for members of the 
Armed Forces in that field and shall apply those 
physical requirements on a gender-neutral basis. 

(c) NOTICE TO CONGRESS OF CHANGES.-At 
least 60 days before impleqenting any changes 

to occupational standards for a military occupa
tional field which are expected to result in an 
increase, or in a decrease, of at least 10 percent 
in the number of female members of the Armed 
Forces who enter, or are assigned to , that occu
pational field, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to Congress a report providing notice of 
the change and the justification and rationale 
for the change. 
SEC. 543. NOTICE TO CONGRESS OF CHANGES TO 

GROUND COMBAT EXCLUSION POL
ICY. 

(a) REQUIREMENT.-(1) If the Secretary of De
fense proposes to make any change described in 
paragraph (2) to the ground combat exclusion 
policy, the Secretary shall, not less than 90 days 
before any such change is implemented, submit 
to Congress a report providing notice of the pro
posed change. 

(2) A change referred to in paragraph (1) is a 
change that either (A) closes to female members 
of the Armed Forces any category of unit or po
sition that at that time is open to service by 
such members, or (B) opens to service by such 
members any category of unit or position that at 
that time is closed to service by such members. 

(b) REPORT CONTENTS.-The Secretary shall 
include in any report under subsection (a)-

(1) a detailed description of, and justification 
for, the proposed change to the ground combat 
exclusion policy; and 

(2) a detailed analysis of legal implication of 
the proposed change with respect to the con
stitutionality of the application of the Military 
Selective Service Act to males only. 

(c) GROUND COMBAT EXCLUSION POLICY.-For 
purposes of this section, the term "ground com
bat exclusion policy·· means the military person
nel policies of the Department of Defense and 
the military departments, as in effect on Janu
ary 1, 1993, by which female members of the 
Armed Forces are restricted from assignment to 
units and positions whose mission requires rou
tine engagement in direct combat on the ground. 

Subtitle E-Victims' Rights and Family 
Advocacy 

SEC. 55I. MANDATORY ARRESTS BY MIUTARY 
LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICIALS 
WHEN CALLED TO SCENES OF DO
MESTIC VIOLENCE. 

(a) I N GENERAL.-Section 807 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code (article 7 of the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice), is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new subsection: 

"(d)(l) In a case of domestic violence in which 
a military law enforcement official at the scene 
determines that physical injury has been in
flicted or a deadly weapon or dangerous instru
ment has been used, the military law enforce
ment official, upon reasonable belief that an of
fense has been committed by a person at the 
scene, shall apprehend that person, if the per
son is subject to this chapter, or detain that per
son and remove that person from the scene, if 
that person is not subject to this chapter. 

"(2) The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe 
by regulation the definition of 'domestic vio
lence' for purposes of this subsection. 

"(3) In this subsection, the term 'military law 
enforcement official' means a person authorized 
under regulations governing the armed forces to 
apprehend persons subject to this chapter or to 
trial thereunder.". 

(b) DEADLINE FOR PRESCRIBING PROCE
DURES.-The Secretary of Defense shall pre
scribe procedures to carry out section 807(d) of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub
section (a), not later than six months after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 552. IMPROVED PROCEDURES FOR NOTIFI

CATION OF VICTIMS AND WITNESSES 
OF STATUS OF PRISONERS IN MIU
TARY CORRECTIONAL FACIUTIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Chapter 48 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new section: 

"§957. Status of prisoners: procedures for no
tifying victims and witnesses 
"The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe pro

cedures and implement a centralized system for 
notice of the status of offenders confined in 
military correctional facilities to be provided to 
victims and witnesses. Such procedures shall, to 
the maximum extent practicable, be consistent 
with procedures of the Federal Bureau of Pris
ons for victim and witness notification.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new item: 
"957. Status of prisoners: procedures for notify

ing victims and witnesses.". 
(b) DEADLINE FOR PRESCRIBING PROCE

DURES.-The Secretary of Defense shall pre
scribe the procedures required by section 957 of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub
section (a), not later than six months after the 
date of the enactment of this Act and shall im
plement the centralized system required by that 
section not later than six months after those 
procedures are prescribed. 
SEC. 553. STUDY OF STALKING BY PERSONS SUB

JECT TO UCMJ. 
(a) REPORT REQUIRED.-Not later than six 

months after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives a report on the prob
lem of stalking by persons subject to the Uni
form Code of Military Justice (chapter 47 of title 
10, United States Code). In the report, the Sec
retary shall describe the scope of the problem of 
stalking within the Armed Forces and shall ad
dress whether existing procedures and punitive 
articles under the Uniform Code of Military Jus
tice adequately protect members of the Armed 
Forces, and dependents of members of the 
Armed Forces, who are threatened with stalk
ing. The Secretary shall include in the report 
such recommendations for changes to law and 
regulations as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary. 

(b) STALKING.-For purposes of the report 
under subsection (a), stalking shall be consid
ered to include actions of a person in repeatedly 
following or harassing another person with the 
intent of placing that person in reasonable fear 
of sexual battery, bodily injury, or death in 
such a way that a reasonable person would be 
caused to suffer substantial emotional distress 
and which cause that person to suffer emotional 
distress. 
SEC. 554. TRANSITIONAL COMPENSATION FOR 

DEPENDENTS OF MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES DISCHARGED FOR 
DEPENDENT ABUSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Chapter 53 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new section: 
"§1058. Abused depende~ts: payment of tran· 

sitional compensation 
"(a) AUTHORITY TO PAY COMPENSATION.-lf a 

member of the armed forces is separated from 
the armed forces as described in subsection (b), 
the Secretary of the military department con
cerned may pay monthly transitional compensa
tion in accordance with this section to depend
ents or former dependents of the member as 
specified in subsection (d). 

"(b) SEPARATIONS COVERED.-(1) This section 
applies in the case of a member of the armed 
forces on active duty for a period of more than 
30 days-

"( A) who is convicted of a dependent-abuse 
offense (as defined in subsection (c)) and whose 
conviction results in the member being-

"(i) administratively discharged with a gen
eral discharge or under other than honorable 
conditions; or 

"(ii) discharged or dismissed from the armed 
forces by sentence of a court-martial; or 
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"(B) against whom court-martial charges were 

preferred for a dependent-abuse offense and 
who is discharged in lieu of trial by court-mar
tial in that case upon approval of the member's 
request or application for discharge or, in the 
case of an officer, for resignation. 

"(2) For purposes of this section, a member of 
the armed forces who is incarcerated by sen
tence of a court-martial with total forfeiture of 
pay and allowances shall be treated as a farmer 
member dismissed or discharged by sentence of a 
court-martial. 

"(c) DEPENDENT-ABUSE OFFENSES.-(1) For 
purposes of this ~ection, a dependent-abuse of
fense is conduct by an individual while a mem
ber of the armed forces on active duty for a pe
riod of more than 30 days-

"(A) that involves abuse of the spouse or a de
pendent child of the member; and 

"(B) that is a criminal offense specified in 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of De
fense under paragraph (2). 

"(2) The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe 
by regulation the criminal offenses, or categories 
of offenses, under the Un if arm Code of Military 
Justice (chapter 47 of this title) , Federal crimi
nal law, the criminal laws of the States and 
other jurisdictions of the United States, and the 
laws of other nations that are to be considered 
to be dependent-abuse offenses for the purposes 
of this section. 

"(d) RECIPIENTS OF PAYMENTS.-In any case 
of a separation from active duty as described in 
subsection (b) in which the Secretary of the 
military department concerned determines that 
transitional compensation should be paid under 
this section, the Secretary shall pay such com
pensation to dependents or former dependents of 
the farmer member as follows: 

"(I) If the former member was married at the 
time of the commission of the dependent-abuse 
offense resulting in the separation, such com
pensation shall (except as otherwise provided in 
this subsection) be paid to the spouse or farmer 
spouse to whom the member was married at that 
time. 

"(2) If there is a spouse or farmer spouse who 
(but for subsection (g)) would be eligible for 
compensation under this section and if there is 
a dependent child of the farmer member who 
does not reside in the same household as that 
spouse or former spouse, such compensation 
shall be paid to each such dependent child of 
the former member who does not reside in that 
household. 

"(3) If there is no spouse or former spouse 
who is (or but for subsection (g) would be) eligi
ble under paragraph (1), such compensation 
shall be paid to the dependent children of the 
former member. 

"(4) For purposes of paragraphs (2) and (3), 
an individual's status as a 'dependent child ' 
shall be determined as of the date on which the 
member is convicted of the dependent-abuse of
fense or, in a case described in subsection 
(b)(l)(B), as of the date on which the member is 
discharged. 

"(e) COMMENCEMENT AND DURATION OF PAY
MENT.-(]) Payment of transitional compensa
tion under this section shall commence as of the 
date of the discontinuance of the member's pay 
and allowances pursuant to the separation or 
sentencing of the member. 

" (2) Payment of such compensation shall ter
minate at the end of the dependents' transi
tional period. The dependents ' transitional pe
riod is the period (A) beginning on the date on 
which the member is convicted of the dependent
abuse offense or, in a case described in sub
section (b)(l)(B), on the date on which the mem
ber is discharged, and (B) ending at the end of 
the transitional period determined by the Sec
retary concerned. Such transitional period may 
not exceed 36 months, except that if the length 

of the member's service on active duty was less 
than 36 months, the transitional period may not 
exceed the length of such service. 

"(f) AMOUNT OF PAYMENT.-(1) Payment to a 
spouse or former spouse under this section for 
any month shall be at the rate in effect for that 
month for the payment of dependency and in
demnity compensation under section 1311 ( a)(l) 
of title 38. 

" (2) If a spouse or former spouse to whom 
compensation is paid under this section has cus
tody of a dependent child or children of the 
member, the amount of such compensation paid 
for any month shall be increased for each such 
dependent child by the amount in effect for that 
month under section 1311(b) of title 38. 

"(3) If compensation is paid under this section 
to a child or children pursuant to subsection 
(d)(2) or (d)(3), such compensation shall be paid 
in equal shares, with the amount of such com
pensation for any month determined in accord
ance with the rates in effect for that month 
under section 1313 of title 38. 

"(g) FORFEITURE PROVISIONS.-(1) If a former 
spouse receiving compensation under this sec
tion remarries, the Secretary shall terminate 
payment of such compensation, effective as of 
the date of such marriage. The Secretary may 
not renew payment of compensation under this 
section to such farmer spouse in the event of the 
termination of such subsequent marriage. 

"(2) If after the separation of the former mem
ber as described in subsection (b) the former 
member resides in the same household as the 
spouse or former spouse, or dependent child, to 
whom compensation is otherwise payable under 
this section, the Secretary shall terminate pay
ment of such compensation, effective as of the 
time the farmer member begins residing in such 
household. Compensation paid for a period after 
the former member's separation, but before the 
farmer member resides in the household, shall 
not be recouped. If the former member subse
quently ceases to reside in such household be
! ore the end of the period of eligibility for such 
payments, the Secretary may not resume such 
payments. 

"(3) In a case in which the victim of the de
pendent-abuse offense resulting in the separa
tion of the former member was a dependent 
child, the Secretary concerned may not pay 
compensation under this section to a spouse or 
former spouse who would otherwise be eligible to 
receive such compensation if the Secretary de
termines (under regulations prescribed under 
subsection (i)) that the spouse or former spouse 
was an active participant in the conduct con
stituting the dependent-abuse offense. 

"(h) COORDINATION OF BENEFITS.-The Sec
retary concerned may not make payments to a 
spouse or farmer spouse under both this section 
and section 1408(h)(l) of this title. In the case of 
a spouse or farmer spouse for whom a court 
order provides for payments by the Secretary 
pursuant to section 1408(h)(l) of this title and to 
whom the Secretary offers payments under this 
section, the spouse or former spouse shall elect 
which to receive. 

"(i) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary of each 
military department shall prescribe regulations 
to carry out this section with respect to members 
of the armed forces under the jurisdiction of 
that Secretary . Such regulations shall be as uni
! orm as practicable and shall be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of Defense. 

"(j) DEPENDENT CHILD DEFINED.-In this sec
tion, the term 'dependent child ', with respect to 
a member or farmer member of the armed forces 
separated as described in subsection (b), means 
an unmarried child, including an adopted child 
or a stepchild, who was residing with the mem
ber at the time of the dependent-abuse offense 
resulting in the separation of the farmer member 
and-

"(1) who is under 18 years of age; 
"(2) who is 18 years of age or older and is in

capable of self-support because of a mental or 
physical incapacity that existed before the age 
of 18 and who is (or was at the time of the 
farmer member 's separation) dependent on the 
former member for over one-half of the child's 
support; or 

"(3) who is 18 years of age or older but less 
than 23 years of age, is enrolled in a full-time 
course of study in an institution of higher 
learning approved by the Secretary of Defense 
and who is (or was at the time of the former 
member's separation) dependent on the farmer 
member for over one-half of the child's sup
port.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 1056 the following new 
item: 
"1058. Abused dependents: payment of transi

tional compensation.". 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-(1) Section 1058 of title 

10, United States Code, as added by subsection 
(a), shalJ apply with respect to former members 
of the Armed Forces discharged or dismissed as 
described in subsection (b) of such section after 
the date that is three years before the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(2) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), no pay
ment may be made under such section 1058 with 
respect to any period before April 1, I994. 

Subtitle F-Matters Relating to Military 
Justice 

SEC. 561. IMPROVED RIGHT OF APPEAL IN 
COURT-MARTIAL CASES. 

(a) RIGHT OF ACCUSED To PETITION FOR RE
VIEW BY COURTS OF MILITARY REVIEW.-Section 
869 of title 10, United States Code (article 69 of 
the Uniform Code of Military Justice), is amend
ed-

(1) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub
section (f); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the follow
ing new subsection (e): 

"(e)(l) A Court of Military Review, upon peti
tion of the accused and for good cause shown, 
may review, under section 866 of this title (arti
cle 66)-

• '(A) any court-martial case which is subject 
to action by the Judge Advocate General under 
this section (i) in which the Judge Advocate 
General determines not to modify or set aside 
the findings or sentence, in whole or in part, in 
accordance with the application of the accused, 
and (ii) which is not sent to the Court of Mili
tary Review by order of the Judge Advocate 
General; and 

"(B) any action taken by the Judge Advocate 
General under this section in that case. 

"(2) A petition by the accused under para
graph (1) must be filed with the Court of Mili
tary Review within 60 days of the date on which 
the accused is notified of the decision of the 
Judge Advocate General.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to any 
case reviewed by a Judge Advocate General 
under section 869 of title 10, United States Code, 
in which an application is filed under sub
section (b) of that section after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 562. CLARIFICATION OF PUNITIVE UCMJ AR

TICLE REGARDING DRUNKEN DRIV
ING. 

(a) CLARIFICATION.-Paragraph (2) of section 
911 of title 10, United States Code (article 111 of 
the Uniform Code of Military Justice), is amend
ed by inserting "or more" after "0.10 grams" 
both places such term appears. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect as if included 
in the amendment to section 911 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, made by section 1066(a)(l) of 
Public Law 102-484 on October 23, 1992. 
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Subtitle G-Other Matters 

SEC. 571. CRITERIA FOR CLOSING SENIOR ROTC 
UNITS. 

(a) CLOSURE CRITERIA.-Section 2102 of title 
10, United States Code , is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

" (e)(l) The Secretary of a military department 
may not close a unit of the program that is lo
cated at a land grant institution. 

"(2) The Secretary of a military department 
may not close a unit of the program if there is 
no other unit of the program under the jurisdic
tion of the Secretary at an institution located in 
the State in which the unit being considered for 
closure is located. 

" (3) The Secretary of a military department 
may not close a unit of the program that is not 
subject to paragraph (1) or (2) unless the Sec
retary certifies to Congress, in advance of the 
closure, that the decision to close the unit is 
based on-

.'( A) considerations of the cost per officer 
commissioned through that unit compared to the 
average such cost per officer commissioned for 
all units of the program under the jurisdiction 
of the Secretary; and 

" (B) considerations of the number (and per
centage) of members of the program enrolled in 
that unit who are expected to enter critical or 
hard to fill officer specialties compared to the 
average number (and percentage) of such mem
bers for all units of the program under the juris
diction of the Secretary.". 

(b) REVIEW OF RECENT CLOSURES.-The Sec
retary of each military department shall review 
each closure of a senior Reserve Officers ' Train
ing Corps unit under that Secretary's jurisdic
tion that was decided upon after January 1, 
1991, and before the date of the enactment of 
this Act. The Secretary concerned shall certify 
to Congress in each case whether or not the clo
sure decision was made in accordance with the 
criteria specified in section 2102(e) of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by subsection (a). 
In any case in which the Secretary is unable to 
certify that such closure decision was made in 
accordance with such criteria, the Secretary 
shall reestablish that unit as soon as practicable 
and not later than the beginning of the first 
academic year beginning after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 572. CHANGE IN TIMING OF REQUIRED DRUG 

AND ALCOHOL TESTING AND EV AL· 
UATION OF APPUCANTS FOR AP
POINTMENT AS CADET OR MID
SHIPMAN AND FOR ROTC GRAD
UATES. 

Section 978(a)(3) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended-

(1) in the first sentence, by striking out " dur
ing the physical examination given the appli
cant before such appointment" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "within 72 hours of such appoint
ment"; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking out 
"during the precommissioning physical exam
ination given such person" and inserting in lieu 
thereof " before such an appointment is exe
cuted". 
SEC. 573. REIMBURSEMENT REQUIREMENTS FOR 

ADVANCED EDUCATION ASSISTANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Section 2005 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new subsections: 

" (g)(l) In any case in which the Secretary 
concerned determines that a person who entered 
into an agreement under this section failed to 
complete the period of active duty specified in 
the agreement (or failed to fulfill any other term 
or condition prescribed in the agreement) and, 
by reason of the provision of the agreement re
quired under subsection (a)(3) , may owe a debt 
to the United States and in which that person 
disputes that such a debt is owed, the Secretary 

shall designate an official (who may be a mem
ber of the armed forces or a civilian employee 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary) to inves
tigate the facts of the case and hear evidence 
presented by the person who may owe the debt 
and other parties, as appropriate, in order to de
termine the validity of the debt. That official 
shall report the official's findings and rec
ommendations to the Secretary concerned. The 
report shall include the official's assessment as 
to whether the individual behavior that resulted 
in the separation of the person who may owe 
the debt qualifies as misconduct under sub
section (a)(3), if the justification for the debt to 
the Government includes an allegation of mis
conduct. 

"(2) The Secretary of each military depart
ment shall ensure that a member of the armed 
forces who may be subject to a reimbursement 
requirement under this section is advised of 
such requirement before (1) submitting a request 
for voluntary separation , or (2) making a deci
sion on a course of action regarding personal in
volvement in administrative, nonjudicial, and 
judicial action resulting from alleged mis
conduct. 

"(h) The Secretary of a military department 
may waive any requirement for reimbursement 
under this section at the Secretary's discre
tion.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATES.-(1) Subsection (g) of 
section 2005 of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a) . shall apply with re
spect to persons separated from the Armed 
Forces after the end of the six-month period be
ginning on the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

(2) Subsection (h) of such section, as added by 
subsection (a), shall apply with respect to per
sons separated from the Armed Forces after Sep
tember 30, 1993. 
SEC. 574. RECOGNITION OF POWERS OF ATTOR

NEY NOTARIZED BY DEFENSE NO
TARY PUBLIC. 

Section 1044a of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new subsection: 

"(e) A power of attorney signed by a person 
authorized to receive legal assistance under sec
tion 1044 of this title and notarized by a person 
authorized to do so under this section shall be 
recognized as lawful and given full effect by 
any person to whom it is presented, notwith
standing any provision of law regulating the 
granting of a power of attorney in any State, 
territory, or other jurisdiction of the United 
States.". 
SEC. 575. POUCY CONCERNING HOMOSEXUAUTY 

IN THE ARMED FORCES. 
(a) CODIFICATJON.-(1) Chapter 37 of title JO, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 
"§654. Policy concerning homosexuality in the 

armed forces 
"(a) FJNDINGS.-Congress makes the following 

findings: 
"(1) Section 8 of article I of the Constitution 

of the United States commits exclusively to the 
Congress the powers to raise and support ar
mies, provide and maintain a Navy, and make 
rules for the government and regulation of the 
land and naval forces. 

" (2) There is no constitutional right to serve 
in the armed forces. 

" (3) Pursuant to the powers conferred by sec
tion 8 of article I of the Constitution of the 
United States, it lies within the discretion of the 
Congress to establish qualifications for and con
ditions of service in the armed forces. 

" (4) The primary purpose of the armed forces 
is to prepare for and to prevail in combat should 
the need arise. 

" (5) The conduct of military operations re
quires members of the armed forces to make ex-

traordinary sacrifices, including the ultimate 
sacrifice , in order to provide for the common de
fense. 

"(6) Success in combat requires military units 
that are characterized by high morale, good 
order and discipline, and unit cohesion. 

"(7) One of the most critical elements in com
bat capability is unit cohesion, that is, the 
bonds of trust among individual service members 
that make the combat effectiveness of a military 
unit greater than the sum of the combat effec
tiveness of the individual unit members. 

"(8) Military life is fundamentally different 
from civilian life in that-

"( A) the extraordinary responsibilities of the 
armed forces, the unique conditions of military 
service, and the critical role of unit cohesion, re
quire that the military community, while subject 
to civilian control, exist as a specialized society; 
and 

"(B) the military society is characterized by 
its own laws, rules, customs, and traditions, in
cluding numerous restrictions on personal be
havior, that would not be acceptable in civilian 
society. 

" (9) The standards of conduct for members of 
the armed forces regulate a member 's life for 24 
hours each day beginning at the moment the 
member enters military status and not ending 
until that person is discharged or otherwise sep
arated from the armed forces. 

"(10) Those standards of conduct, including 
the Uniform Code of Military Justice, apply to a 
member of the armed forces at all times that the 
member has a military status, whether the mem
ber is on base or off base, and whether the mem
ber is on duty or off duty. 

"(11) The pervasive application of the stand
ards of conduct is necessary because members of 
the armed forces must be ready at all times for 
worldwide deployment to a combat environment. 

"(12) The worldwide deployment of United 
States military forces , the international respon
sibilities of the United States, and the potential 
for involvement of the armed forces in actual 
combat routinely make it necessary for members 
of the armed forces involuntarily to accept liv
ing conditions and working conditions that are 
often spartan, primitive, and characterized by 
farced intimacy with little or no privacy. 

"(13) The prohibition against homosexual con
duct is a longstanding element of military law 
that continues to be necessary in the unique cir
cumstances of military service. 

"(14) The armed forces must maintain person
nel policies that exclude persons whose presence 
in the armed forces would create an unaccept
able risk to the armed forces' high standards of 
morale, good order and discipline, and unit co
hesion that are the essence of military capabil
ity. 

"(15) The presence in the armed forces of per
sons who demonstrate a propensity or intent to 
engage in homosexual acts would create an un
acct!ptable risk to the high standards of morale, 
good order and discipline, and unit cohesion 
that are the essence of military capability. 

"(b) POLJCY.-A member of the armed forces 
shall be separated from the armed forces under 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of De
fense if one or more of the fallowing findings is 
made and approved in accordance with proce
dures set for th in such regulations: 

" (1) That the member has engaged in, at
tempted to engage in, or solicited another to en
gage in a homosexual act or acts unless there 
are further findings , made and approved in ac
cordance with procedures set for th in such regu
lations, that the member has demonstrated 
that-

,'( A) such conduct is a departure from the 
member's usual and customary behavior; 

"(B) such conduct, under all the cir
cumstances, is unlikely to recur ; 
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"(C) such conduct was not accomplished by 

use of force, coercion , or intimidation; 
"(D) under the particular circumstances of 

the case, the member's continued presence in the 
armed forces is consistent with the interests of 
the armed forces in proper discipline, good 
order, and morale; and 

"(E) the member does not have a propensity or 
intent to engage in homosexual acts. 

' '(2) That the member has stated that he or 
she is a homosexual or bisexual, or words to 
that effect, unless there is a further finding, 
made and approved in accordance with proce
dures set forth in the regulations , that the mem
ber has demonstrated that he or she is not a per
son who engages in, attempts to engage in, has 
a propensity to engage in, or intends to engage 
in homosexual acts. 

"(3) That the member has married or at
tempted to marry a person known to be of the 
same biological sex. 

"(c) ENTRY STANDARDS AND DOCUMENTS.-(1) 
The Secretary of Defense shall ensure that the 
standards for enlistment and appointment of 
members of the armed forces reflect the policies 
set forth in subsection (b). 

"(2) The documents used to effectuate the en
listment or appointment of a person as a member 
of the armed forces shall set for th the provisions 
of subsection (b). 

"(d) REQUIRED BR!EF!NGS.-The briefings that 
members of the armed forces receive upon entry 
into the armed forces and periodically thereafter 
under section 937 of this title (article 137 of the 
Un if arm Code of Military Justice) shall include 
a detailed explanation of the applicable laws 
and regulations governing sexual conduct by 
members of the armed forces, including the poli
cies prescribed under subsection (b). 

"(e) RULE OF CONSTRUCT!ON.-Nothing in 
subsection (b) shall be construed to require that 
a member of the armed forces be processed for 
separation from the armed forces when a deter
mination is made in accordance with regula
tions prescribed by the Secretary of Defense 
that-

"(1) the member engaged in conduct or made 
statements for the purpose of avoiding or termi
nating military service; and 

''(2) separation of the member would not be in 
the best interest of the armed forces. 

"(f) DEF!N!T!ONS.-ln this section: 
"(1) The term 'homosexual' means a person, 

regardless of sex, who engages in, attempts to 
engage in, has a propensity to engage in, or in
tends to engage in homosexual acts, and in
cludes the terms 'gay · and ' lesbian'. 

" (2) The term 'bisexual' means a person who 
engages in, attempts to engage in, has a propen
sity to engage in, or intends to engage in homo
sexual and heterosexual acts. 

"(3) The term 'homosexual act' means-
"( A) any bodily contact, actively undertaken 

or passively permitted, between members of the 
same sex for the purpose of satisfying sexual de
sires; and 

"(B) any bodily contact which a reasonable 
person would understand to demonstrate a pro
pensity or intent to engage in an act described 
in subparagraph (A).". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing: 
"654. Policy concerning homosexuality in the 

armed forces .". 
(b) REGULAT!ONS.-Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec
retary of Defense shall revise Department of De
fense regulations, and issue such new regula
tions as may be necessary, to implement section 
654 of title 10, United States Code , as added by 
subsection (a). 

(C) SA V!NGS PROV!S!ON.-Nothing in this sec
tion or section 654 of title 10, United States 

Code, as added by subsection (a) may be con
strued to invalidate any inquiry, investigation, 
administrative action or proceeding, court-mar
tial, or judicial proceeding conducted before the 
effective date of regulations issued by the Sec
retary of Defense to implement such section 654. 

(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that-

(1) the suspension of questioning concerning 
homosexuality as part of the processing of indi
viduals for accession into the Armed Forces 
under the interim policy of January 29, 1993, 
should be continued, but the Secretary of De
fense may reinstate that questioning with such 
questions or such revised questions as he consid
ers appropriate if the Secretary determines that 
it is necessary to do so in order to effectuate the 
policy set forth in section 654 of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by subsection (a); and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense should consider 
issuing guidance governing the circumstances 
under which members of the Armed Forces ques
tioned about homosexuality for administrative 
purposes should be afforded warnings similar to 
the warnings under section 831(b) of title JO, 
United States Code (article 31(b) of the Uniform 
Code of Military Justice). 
SEC. 576. FOREIGN LANGUAGE PROFICIENCY 

TEST PROGRAM. 
(a) TEST PROGRAM.-The Secretary Of Defense 

shall develop and carry out a test program for 
improving foreign language proficiency in the 
Department of Defense through improved man
agement and other measures. The test program 
shall be designed to evaluate the findings and 
recommendations of-

(1) the June 1993 inspection report of the In
spector General of the Department of Defense on 
the Defense Foreign Language Program (report 
numbered 93-INS-10); 

(2) the report of the Sixth Quadrennial Re
view of Military Compensation (August 1988); 
and 

(3) any other recent study of the foreign lan
guage proficiency program of the Department of 
Defense. 

(b) EVALUATION OF PRIOR RECOMMEiVDA
TlONS.-The test program shall include an eval
uation of the following possible changes to cur
rent practice identified in the reports ref erred to 
in subsection (a) : 

(1) Management of linguist billets and person
nel for the active and reserve components from 
a Total Force perspective. 

(2) Improvement of linguist training programs, 
both resident and nonresident, to provide great
er flexibility. to accommodate missions other 
than signals intelligence, and to improve the 
provision of resources for nonresident programs. 

(3) Centralized responsibility within the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense to provide coordi
nated oversight of all foreign language issues 
and programs, including a centralized process 
for determination, validation, and documenta
tion of fa reign language requirements for dif
ferent services and missions. 

(4) Revised policies of each of the military de
partments to foster maintenance of highly per
ishable linguistic skills through improved man
agement of the careers of language-trained per
sonnel, including more effective use of language 
skills, improved career opportunities within the 
linguistics field, and specific linkage of lan
guage proficiency to promotions. 

(5) In the case language-trained members of 
the reserve components-

( A) the use of additional training assemblies 
(AT As) as a means of sustaining linguistic pro
ficiency and enhancing retention; and 

(B) the use of larger enlistment and reenlist
ment bonuses, Special Duty Assignment Pay, 
and educational incentives. 

(6) Such other management changes as the 
Secretary may consider necessary . 

(c) EVALUATION OF ADJUSTMENT IN FOREIGN 
LANGUAGE PROFICIENCY PAY.-(]) The Secretary 
shall include in the test program an evaluation 
of adjustments in foreign language proficiency 
pay for active and reserve component personnel. 

(2) Before any adjustment in foreign language 
proficiency pay is included in the test program 
as authorized by paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall submit to the committees named in sub
section (d)(2) the following information related 
to proficiency pay adjustments: 

(A) The response of the Secretary to the find
ings of the Inspector General in the report on 
the Defense Foreign Language Program ref erred 
to in subsection (a)(l), specifically including the 
following matters raised in that report: 

(i) Inadequate centralized oversight of plan
ning, policy, roles , responsibilities, and funding 
for foreign language programs. 

(ii) Inadequate management and validation of 
the requirements process for foreign language 
programs. 

(iii) Inadequate uni! arm career management 
of language-trained personnel, including failure 
to take sufficient advantage of language skills 
and to recoup investment of training dollars. 

(iv) Inadequate training programs, both resi
dent and nonresident. 

(B) The current manning of linguistic billets 
(shown by service, by active or reserve compo
nent, and by career field). 

(C) The rates of retention in the service for 
language-trained personnel (shown by service, 
by active or reserve component, and by career 
field). 

(D) The rates of retention by career field for 
language-trained personnel (shown by service, 
by active or reserve component, and by career 
field). 

(E) The rates of language proficiency for per
sonnel serving in linguistic billets (shown by 
service, by active or reserve component, and by 
career field). 

( F) Trends in performance ratings for person
nel serving in linguistic billets (shown by serv
ice, by active or reserve component, and by ca
reer field) . 

(G) Promotion rates for personnel serving in 
linguistic billets (shown by service, by active or 
reserve component, and by career field). 

(H) The estimated cost of foreign language 
proficiency pay as proposed to be paid at the 
adjusted rates for the test program under para
graph (1)-

(i) for each year of the test program; and 
(ii) for five years, if those rates are subse

quently applied to the entire Department of De
fense. 

(3) The rates for adjusted foreign language 
proficiency pay as proposed to be paid for the 
test program under paragraph (1) may not take 
effect for the test program unless the senior offi
cial responsible for personnel matters in the Of
fice of the Secretary of Defense determines 
that-

( A) the foreign language proficiency pay lev
els established for the test program are consist
ent with proficiency pay levels for other func
tions throughout the Department of Defense; 
and 

(B) the terms and conditions for receiving for
eign language proficiency pay conform to cur
rent policies and practices within the Depart
ment of Defense. 

(d) REPORT ON PLAN FOR TEST PROGRAM.-(]) 
The Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
committees named in paragraph (2) a report 
containing a plan for the test program required 
in subsection (a), an explanation of the plan, 
and a discussion of the matters stated in sub
section (c)(2). The report shall be submitted not 
later than April 1, 1994. 

(2) The committees ref erred to in paragraph 
(1) are-
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(A) the Committee on Armed Services and the 

Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services and the 
Select Committee on Intelligence of the Senate. 

(e) PERIOD OF TEST PROGRAM.-(]) The test 
program required by subsection (a) shall begin 
on October 1, 1994. However , if the report re
quired by subsection (d) is not submitted by the 
date specified in that subsection for the submis
sion of the report , the test program shall begin 
at the end of a period of 180 days (as computed 
under paragraph (2)) beginning on the date on 
which such report is submitted. 

(2) For purposes of paragraph (1), days on 
which either House is not in session because of 
an adjournment of more than 3 days to a day 
certain or because of an adjournment sine die 
shall be excluded in the computation of such 
180-day period. 

(3) The test program shall terminate two years 
after it begins. 

TITLE VI-COMPENSATION AND OTHER 
PERSONNEL BENEFITS 

Subtifle A-Pay and Allowances 
SEC. 601. MILITARY PAY RAISE FOR FISCAL YEAR 

1994. 

(a) WAIVER OF SECTION 1009 ADJUSTMENT.
Any adjustment required by section 1009 of title 
37, United States Code , in elements of compensa
tion of members of the uniformed services to be
come effective during fiscal year 1994 shall not 
be made. 

(b) INCREASE JN BASIC PAY, BAS, AND BAQ.
Effective on January 1, 1994, the rates of basic 
pay, basic allowance for subsistence, and basic 
allowance for quarters of members of the uni
formed services are increased by 2.2 percent. 

(c) UNIFORMED SERVICES DEFINED.-For pur
poses of this section, the term "uniformed serv
ices" does not include the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration. 
SEC. 602. VARIABLE HOUSING ALLOWANCE FOR 

CERTAIN MEMBERS WHO ARE RE
QUIRED TO PAY CHILD SUPPORT 
AND WHO ARE ASSIGNED TO SEA 
DUTY. 

Section 403a(b)(2) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended-

- (1) in subparagraph (A), by striking out "or"; 
and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting "or" 
after the semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

"(C) the member is assigned to sea duty and 
elects not to occupy assigned unaccompanied 
quarters, unless the member is in a pay grade 
above E-6;". 
SEC. 603. PAY FOR STUDENTS AT SERVICE ACAD

EMY PREPARATORY SCHOOLS. 
(a) RATES OF PAY.-Section 203 of title 37, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new subsection: 

" (e)(l) A student at the United States Military 
Academy Preparatory School, the United States 
Naval Academy Preparatory School, or the 
United States Air Force Academy Preparatory 
School who was selected to attend the pre
paratory school from civilian life is entitled to 
monthly student pay at the same rate as pro
vided for cadets and midshipmen under sub
section (c)(l). 

"(2) A student at a preparatory school re
ferred to in paragraph (1) who, at the time of 
the student's selection to attend the preparatory 
school, was an enlisted member of the uniformed 
services on active duty for a period of more than 
30 days shall continue to receive monthly basic 
pay at the rate prescribed for the student's pay 
grade as an enlisted member. 

" (3) The monthly student pay of a student de
scribed in paragraph (1) shall be treated for pur
poses of the accrual charge for the Department 

of Defense Military Retirement Fund established 
under section 1461 of title JO in the same manner 
as monthly cadet pay or midshipman pay under 
subsection ( c)(l). ". 

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT.-The 
amendment made by subsection (a) shall apply 
with respect to students entering the United 
States Military Academy Preparatory School, 
the United States Naval Academy Preparatory 
School, or the United States Air Force Academy 
Preparatory School on or after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 604. ADVANCE PAYMENTS IN CONNECTION 

WITH THE EVACUATION OF MEM
BERS AND DEPENDENTS OF MEM
BERS FROM DESIGNATED PLACES. 

(a) TIME OF DESIGNATION.-Section 1006(c) of 
title 37, United States Code, is amended-

(1) by inserting "(1)" after "(c)"; and 
(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 

paragraph: 
"(2) The actual designation of a place under 

this subsection as a place for which an advance 
of pay will be made under this subsection in 
connection with the ordered evacuation of mem
bers or dependents of members may be made by 
the President before, during, or after the evacu
ation.". 

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT.-Section 
1006(c) of title 37, United States Code, as amend
ed by subsection (a), shall apply with respect to 
evacuations occurring on or after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. Subject to the availability 
of appropriations for the purpose of providing 
an advance of pay under such section, such sec
tion shall also apply with respect to evacuations 
occurring during the period beginning on June 
1, 1991, and ending on the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

Subtitle B-Bonuses and Special and 
Incentive Pays 

SEC. 611. PERMANENT AUTHORITY FOR CERTAIN 
BONUSES AND SPECIAL PAY FOR 
NURSE OFFICER CANDIDATES, REG
ISTERED NURSES AND NURSE ANES
THETISTS. 

(a) NURSE OFFICER CANDIDATE ACCESSION 
PROGRAM.-Section 2130a(a)(l) of title 10 United 
States Code, is amended by striking out ", dur
ing the period beginning on November 29, 1989, 
and ending on September 30, 1993, ". 

(b) ACCESSION BONUS FOR REGISTERED 
NURSES.-Section 302d(a) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out '' , dur
ing the period beginning on November 29, 1989, 
and ending on September 30, 1993, ". 

(c) SPECIAL PAY FOR NURSE ANESTHETISTS.
Section 302e(a) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out ", during the period be
ginning on November 29, 1989, and ending on 
September 30, 1993, ". 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect as of October 1, 
1993. 
SEC. 612. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

CERTAIN SELECTED RESERVE BO
NUSES. 

(a) SELECTED RESERVE REENLISTMENT 
BONUS.- Section 308b(f) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "September 30, 
1993" and inserting in lieu thereof "September 
30, 1995". 

(b) SELECTED RESERVE ENLISTMENT BONUS.
Section 308c of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended-

(]) in subsection (b)-
( A) by striking out " $2 ,000" in the material 

preceding paragraph (1) and inserting in lieu 
thereof " $5,000"; and 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking out "one
half of the bonus shall be paid" and inserting in 
lieu thereof " an amount not to exceed one-half 
of the bonus may be paid"; 

(2) in subsection (e), by striking out " Septem
ber 30, 1993" and inserting in lieu thereof "Sep
tember 30, 1995"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

"(f) The total amount of expenditures under 
this section may not exceed $37,024 ,000 during 
fiscal year 1994. ". 

(C) SELECTED RESERVE AFFILIATION BONUS.
Section 308e of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) in subsection (c)-
( A) in paragraph (2), by striking out "fifth 

anniversary" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"sixth anniversary"; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(3) In lieu of the procedures set out in para
graph (2), the Secretary concerned may pay the 
bonus in monthly installments in such amounts 
as may be determined by the Secretary. Monthly 
payments under this paragraph shall begin after 
the first month of satisfactory service of the per
son and are payable only for those months in 
which the person serves satisfactorily. Satisf ac
tory service shall be determined under regula
tions prescribed by the Secretary of Defense."; 
and 

(2) in subsection (e), by striking out "Septem
ber 30, 1993" and inserting in lieu thereof "Sep
tember 30, 1995". 

(d) PRIOR SERVICE ENLISTMENT BONUS.-Sec
tion 308i(i) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "September 30, 1993" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "September 30, 
1995" . 
SEC. 613. EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITIES RELAT

ING TO PAYMENT OF OTHER BO
NUSES AND SPECIAL PAYS. 

(a) AVIATION OFFICER RETENTION BONUS.
Section 301b(a) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out . "September 30, 1993" 
and inserting in lieu thereof " September 30, 
1994". 

(b) SPECIAL PAY FOR ENLISTED MEMBERS OF 
THE SELECTED RESERVE ASSIGNED TO CERTAIN 
HIGH PRIORITY UNITS.-Section 308d(c) of title 
37, United States Code, is amended by striking 
out " September 30, 1993" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "September 30, 1995". 

(C) REPAYMENT OF EDUCATION LOANS FOR 
CERTAIN HEALTH PROFESSIONALS WHO SERVE IN 
THE SELECTED RESERVE.-Section 2172(d) of title 
10, United States Code, is amended by striking 
out " October 1, 1993", and inserting in lieu 
thereof "October 1, 1995". 

(d) REENLISTME!>.'T BONUS FOR ACTIVE MEM
BERS.-Section 308(g) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "September 30, 
1993" and inserting in lieu thereof "September 
30, 1995". 

(e) ENLISTMENT BONUS FOR CRITICAL 
SKILLS.-Section 308a(c) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out "Sep
tember 30, 1993" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"September 30, 1995". 

(f) READY RESERVE ENLISTMENT AND REEN
LISTMENT BONUS.-Section 308h(g) of title 37, 
United States Code, is amended by striking out 
"September 30, 1993" and inserting in lieu there
of "September 30, 1995". 

(g) SPECIAL PAY FOR CRITICALLY SHORT WAR
TIME HEALTH SPECIALISTS IN THE SELECTED RE
SERVES.-Section 613(d) of the National Defense 
Authoriza tion Act, Fiscal Year 1989 (37 U.S.C. 
302 note), is amended by striking out " Septem
ber 30, 1993" and inserting in lieu thereof " Sep
tember 30, 1995". 

Subtitle C-Travel and Transportation 
Allowances 

SEC. 621. AUTHORIZATION OF PAYMENT OR COL
LECTION DUE TO FLUCTUATIONS OF 
FOREIGN CURRENCY INCURRED BY 
CERTAIN MIUTARY MEMBERS. 

(a) PAYMENT OR COLLECTION AUTHORIZED.
Subsection (d) of section 405 of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 
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"(d)(l) In the case of a member of the uni

! armed services authorized to receive a per diem 
allowance under subsection (a), the Secretary 
concerned may make a lump-sum payment for 
nonrecurring expenses incurred by the member 
in occupying a private household outside of the 
United States if the expenses are authorized or 
approved under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary concerned. Such nonrecurring ex
penses may include losses experienced by a mem
ber upon the return of refundable housing relat
ed deposits or as a result of other transactions 
necessary to secure housing where losses are in
curred solely as the result of fluctuation in the 
relative values of United States and foreign cur
rencies. 

"(2) Any currency fluctuation gains made by 
the member upon the return of a refundable 
housing-related deposit shall be recouped by the 
Secretary concerned. 

"(3) Expenses for which payments are made 
under this subsection may not be considered for 
purposes of determining the per diem allowance 
of the member under subsection (a).". 

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT.-Section 
405(d) of title 37, United States Code, as amend
ed by subsection (a), shall apply with respect to 
nonrecurring expenses and currency fluctuation 
gains described in such section that are incurred 
by members of the uniformed services on or after 
the later of-

(1) October 1, 1993; and 
(2) the date of the enactment of this Act. 

Subtitle D--Other Matters 
SEC. 631. DEFINITION OF DEPENDENT FOR PUR

POSES OF ALLOWANCES TO INCLUDE 
CERTAIN UNMARRIED PERSONS IN 
THE LEGAL CUSTODY OF A MEMBER 
OR FORMER MEMBER. 

(a) EXPANSION OF DEFJNITION.-Section 401(a) 
of title 37, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(4) An unmarried person who-
"( A) is placed in the legal custody of the mem

ber as a result of an order of a court of com
petent jurisdiction in the United States (or a 
Territory or possession of the United States) for 
a period of at least 12 consecutive months; 

"(B)(i) has not attained the age of 21; 
"(ii) has not attained the age of 23 years and 

is enrolled in a full time course of study at an 
institution of higher learning approved by the 
Secretary concerned; or 

"(iii) is incapable of self support because of a 
mental or physical incapacity that occurred 
while the person was considered a dependent of 
the member or former member under this para
graph pursuant to clause (i) or (ii); 

"(C) is dependent on the member for over one
half of the person's support, as prescribed in 
regulations of the Secretary concerned; 

"(D) resides with the member unless separated 
by the necessity of military service or to receive 
institutional care as a result of disability, inca
pacitation, or such other circumstances as the 
Secretary concerned may by regulation pre
scribe; and 

"(E) is not a dependent of a member under 
any other paragraph.". 

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT.-Section 
401(a)(4) of title 37, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a), shall apply with re
spect to determinations of dependency made on 
or after July 1, 1994. 
SEC. 632. CLARIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR 

TUITION ASSISTANCE. 
Section 2007(c) of title 10, United States Code, 

is amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new paragraph: 

"(4) The restrictions in paragraph (3) shall 
not apply in the case of officers and warrant of
ficers on active duty or full-time National Guard 
duty who are eligible to receive assistance under 
subsection (a).". 

TITLE VII-HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A-Health Care Services 

SEC. 701. PRIMARY AND PREVENTIVE HEALTH
CARE SERVICES FOR WOMEN. 

(a) FEMALE MEMBERS AND RETIREES OF THE 
UNIFORMED SERVICES.-(1) Chapter 55 of title 
JO, United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1074c the following new section: 
"§1074d. Primary and preventive health-care 

services for women 
"Female members and former members of the 

uniformed services who are entitled to medical 
care under section 1074 or 1074a of this title 
shall be furnished with primary and preventive 
health-care services for women as part of such 
medical care.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 1074c the following new 
item: 
"1074d. Primary and preventive health-care 

services for women.". 
(b) FEMALE DEPENDENTS.-Section 1077(a) of 

such title is amended by adding at the end the 
fallowing new paragraph: 

"(13) Primary and preventive health-care 
services for women.". 

(c) DEFINITION.-Section 1072 of such title is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new paragraph: 

"(6) The term 'primary and preventive health
care services for women' means health-care serv
ices provided to women, including counseling, 
relating to the following: 

"(A) Papanicolaou tests (pap smear). 
"(B) Breast examinations and mammography. 
"(C) Comprehensive gynecological and obstet-

ric care. 
"(D) Infertility and sexually transmitted dis

eases, including prevention. 
"(E) Menopause. 
"( F) Physical or psychological conditions 

arising out of acts of sexual violence.". 
SEC. 702. DEFINITION OF DEPENDENT FOR PUR

POSES OF MEDICAL AND DENTAL 
COVERAGE TO INCLUDE CERTAIN 
UNMARRIED PERSONS IN THE LEGAL 
CUSTODY OF A MEMBER OR FORMER 
MEMBER. 

(a) EXPANSION OF DEFJNITION.-Section 
1072(2) of title 10, United States Code, is amend
ed-

(1) in subparagraph (G), by striking out "; 
and" and inserting in lieu thereof a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (H), by striking out the 
period and inserting in lieu thereof "; and"; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

''( l) an unmarried person who-
"(i) is placed in the legal custody of the mem

ber or former member as a result of an order of 
a court of competent jurisdiction in the United 
States (or a Territory or possession of the United 
States) for a period of at least 12 consecutive 
months; 

"(ii)( I) has not attained the age of 21; 
"(II) has not attained the age of 23 and is en

rolled in a full time course of study at an insti
tution of higher learning approved by the ad
ministering Secretary; or 

·'(I I I) is incapable of self support because of a 
mental or physical incapacity that occurred 
while the person was considered a dependent of 
the member or farmer member under this sub
paragraph pursuant to subclause (I) or (II); 

"(iii) is dependent on the member or former 
member for over one-half of the person's sup
port, as prescribed in regulations of the admin
istering Secretary; 

"(iv) resides with the member or farmer mem
ber unless separated by the necessity of military 
service or to receive institutional care as a result 

of disability, incapacitation, or such other cir
cumstances as the administering Secretary may 
by regulation prescribe; and 

"(v) is not a dependent of a member or a 
farmer member under any other subpara
graph.". 

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT.-Section 
1072(2)(1) of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a). shall apply with re
spect to determinations of dependency made on 
or after July 1, 1994. 

Subtitle B-Health Care Management 
SEC. 711. EXTENSION AND REVISION OF SPECIAL

IZED TREATMENT SERVICES PRO
GRAM. 

(a) EXTENSION OF WAIVER AUTHORITY RE
GARDING 40-MILE RADIUS RESTRICTION.-Section 
1079(a)(7)(B) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "October 1, 1993" and 
inserting in lieu thereof, "October 1, 1995". 

(b) INCLUSION OF FACILITIES PURSUANT TO 
CONTRACT OR AGREEMENT.-Section 1105 of such 
title is amended-

(1) by inserting "(a) DETERMINATION.-" be
fore "In determining " ; 

(2) by striking out "within the area served by 
that facility"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

"(b) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary of Defense, 
after consulting with the other administering 
Secretaries, shall prescribe regulations to imple
ment this section. Such regulations shall include 
standards for the designation of service areas 
comparable in size to service areas designated 
for facilities of the unif armed services pursuant 
to sections 1079(a)(7), 1080, and 1086(e) of this 
title. 

"(c) REIMBURSEMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND 
SUBSISTENCE EXPENSES.-(]) Subject to para
graph (2), the regulations required by subsection 
(b) also may provide for the full or partial reim
bursement of reasonable expenses for-

.'( A) the long-distance transportation for a 
covered beneficiary to or from a health care fa
cility at which specialized health care services 
are provided pursuant to this chapter; and 

"(B) the long-distance transportation, tem
porary lodging, and meals (not to exceed the ap
plicable per diem rate) for a non-medical attend
ant (including a member of the uniformed serv
ices on active duty) who accompanies the cov
ered beneficiary. 

"(2) Reimbursement of expenses may be made 
under paragraph (1) only if the Secretary of De
fense determines that such reimbursement will 
permit the health care services to be provided at 
less total cost to the Department of Defense 
than if the services were otherwise provided 
pursuant to this chapter. In lieu of reimburse
ment for such expenses, the Secretary may au
thorize the provision of transportation, meals, 
and lodging by the Department of Defense when 
reasonably available.". 
SEC. 712. CODIFICATION OF CHAMPUS PEER RE

VIEW ORGANIZATION PROGRAM PRO
CEDURES. 

Section 1079 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

"(o)(l) Health care services provided pursuant 
to this section or section 1086 of this title may 
not include services determined under the 
CHAMPUS Peer Review Organization program 
to be not medically or psychologically necessary. 

"(2) The Secretary of Defense, after consult
ing with the other administering Secretaries, 
may-
. " (A) adopt by regulation any quality and uti
lization review requirements and procedures in 
effect for the Peer Review Organization program 
under title XVIII of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1395c et seq.) that the Secretary deter
mines to be necessary to carry out this sub
section; and 
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"(B) adapt such requirements and procedures 

to the circumstances of the CHAMPUS Peer Re
view Organization program as the Secretary de
termines to be appropriate. " . 
SEC. 713. FEDERAL PREEMPTION REGARDING 

CONTRACTS FOR MEDICAL AND DEN· 
TALCARE. 

(a) PREEMPTION.-Section 1103 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended to read as fol
lows: 
"§1103. Contracts for medical and dental 

care: State and local preemption 
"(a) OCCURRENCE OF PREEMPTION.-A law or 

regulation of a State or local government relat
ing to health insurance, prepaid health plans, 
or other health care delivery and financing 
methods shall not apply to any contract entered 
into pursuant to this chapter by the Secretary of 
Defense or the administering Secretaries to the 
extent that the Secretary of Defense or the ad
ministering Secretaries determine that-

"(1) the State or local law or regulation is in
consistent with a specific provision of the con
tract or a regulation promulgated by the Sec
retary of Defense or the administering Secretar
ies pursuant to this chapter; or 

"(2) preemption of the State or local law or 
regulation is necessary to implement or operate 
the contract or to achieve some other important 
Federal interest. 

"(b) EFFECT OF PREEMPTION.-/n the case of 
the preemption under subsection (a) of a State 
or local law or regulation regarding financial 
solvency, the Secretary of Defense or the admin
istering Secretaries shall require an independent 
audit of the prime contractor of each contract 
entered into pursuant to this chapter covered by 
the preemption. The audit shall be performed by 
the Defense Contract Audit Agency. 

"(c) STATE DEFJNED.-ln this section, the term 
'State' includes the District of Columbia, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Common
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, and 
each territory and possession of the United 
States.". 

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT.-Section 
1103 of title 10, United States Code, as amended 
by subsection (a), shall apply with respect to 
any contract entered into under chapter 55 of 
such title before, on, or after the date of the en
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 714. DELAY OF TERMINATION EFFECTIVE 

DATE FOR UNIFORMED SERVICES 
TREATMENT FACIUTIES. 

Subsection (e) of section 1252 of the Depart
ment of Defense Authorization Act, 1984 (42 
U.S.C. 248d) is amended by striking out "1993" 
and inserting in lieu thereof " 1995''. 
SEC. 715. MANAGED-CARE DEUVERY AND REIM

BURSEMENT MODEL FOR THE UNI· 
FORMED SERVICES TREATMENT FA· 
CIUTIES. 

(a) TIME FOR OPERATION OF MANAGED-CARE 
DELIVERY AND REIMBURSEMENT MODEL.-Sub
section (c) of section 718 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public 
Law 101-510; 104 Stat. 1587) is amended by strik
ing out the first sentence and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following : 

"(I) TIME FOR OPERATION.-Not later than 
October 1, 1993, the Secretary of Defense shall 
begin operation of a managed-care delivery and 
reimbursement model that will continue to uti
lize the Un if armed Services Treatment Facilities 
in the military health services system.". 

(b) COPAYMENTS AND DEFJNITION.-Such sub
section is further amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new paragraphs: 

"(2) COPAYMENTS.-A Uniformed Services 
Treatment Facility for which there exists a Uni
formed Services Treatment Facilities Managed
Care Plan may impose nominal charges for in
patient and outpatient care provided to all cat
egories of beneficiaries enrolled in the plan. The 

schedule and application of such charges shall 
be in accordance with the terms and conditions 
specified in the plan. 

"(3) DEFJNITION.-For purposes of this sub
section, the term 'Uniformed Services Treatment 
Facility' means a facility described in section 
911(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza
tion Act, 1982 (42 U.S.C. 248c(a)). ". 
SEC. 716. CLARIFICATION OF CONDITIONS ON EX

PANSION OF CHAMPUS REFORM INI· 
TIATIVE TO OTHER LOCATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Subsection (a) of section 712 
of the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993 (10 U.S.C. 1073 note) is amend
ed-

(I) by inserting " (1)" after " CONDITION.-"; 
(2) in the second sentence, by inserting after 

"cost-effectiveness of the initiative" the follow
ing: "(while assuring that the combined cost of 
care in military treatment facilities and under 
the Civilian Health and Medical Program of the 
Un if armed Services will not be increased as a re
sult of the expansion)"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
paragraph: 

"(2) To the extent any revision of the 
CHAMPUS reform initiative is necessary in 
order to make the certification required by this 
subsection, the Secretary shall assure that en
rolled covered beneficiaries may obtain health 
care services with reduced out-of-pocket costs , 
as compared to standard CHAMP US.". 

(b) DEFJNITION.-Subsection (d) of such sec
tion is amended 6y adding at the end the fallow
ing new paragraph: 

"(3) The terms 'Civilian Health and Medical 
Program of the Uniformed Services' and 
'CHAMPUS' have the meaning given the term 
'Civilian Health and Medical Program of the 
Uniformed Services' in section 1072(4) of title 10, 
United States Code." 
SEC. 717. INCREASED FLEXIBIUTY FOR PER· 

SONAL SERVICE CONTRACTS IN 
MILITARY MEDICAL TREATMENT FA· 
CIUTIES. 

(a) PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACTS AUTHOR
IZED.-(}) Section 1091 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 
"§1091. Personal services contracts 

"(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of Defense 
may enter into personal services contracts to 
carry out health care responsibilities in medical 
treatment facilities of the Department of De
fense, as determined to be necessary by the Sec
retary. The authority provided in this sub
section is in addition to any other contract au
thorities of the Secretary, including authorities 
relating to the management of such facilities 
and the administration of this chapter. 

"(b) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF COMPENSA
TION.-ln no case may the total amount of com
pensation paid to an individual in any year 
under a personal services contract entered into 
under subsection (a) exceed the amount of an
nual compensation (excluding expenses) speci
fied in section 102 of title 3. 

"(c) PROCEDURES.-(}) The Secretary shall es
tablish by regulation procedures for entering 
into personal services contracts with individuals 
under subsection (a) . At a minimum, such proce
dures shall assure-

"( A) the provision of adequate notice of con
tract opportunities to individuals residing in the 
area of the medical treatment facility involved; 
and 

"(B) consideration of interested individuals 
solely on the basis of the qualifications estab
lished for the contract and the proposed con
tract price. 

"(2) Upon the establishment of such proce
dures under paragraph (1), the Secretary may 
exempt contracts covered by this section from 
the competitive contracting requirements speci
fied in section 2304 of this title or any other 
similar requirements of law. 

"(d) EXCEPTIONS.-The procedures and ex
emptions provided under subsection (c) shall not 
apply to personal services contracts entered into 
under subsection (a) with entities other than in
dividuals or to any contract that is not an au
thorized personal services contract under such 
subsection.". · 

(2) The item relating to section 1091 in the 
table of sections at tM beginning of chapter 55 
of title JO, United States Code, is amended to 
read as fallows: 
"1091. Personal services contracts.". 

(b) REPORT REQUJRED.-Not later than 30 
days after the end of the 180-day period begin
ning on the date on which the Secretary of De
fense first uses the authority provided under 
section 1091 of title 10, United States Code (as 
amended by subsection (a)(l)) , the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress a report specifying-

(}) the salaries, by medical specialty, offered 
by the Secretary to individuals agreeing to enter 
into a personal services contract under such sec-
tion during that period; · 

(2) the extent to which those salaries exceed 
the salaries previously offered by the Secretary 
for individuals in such medical specialties; 

(3) the total number and medical specialties of 
individuals serving in military medical treat
ment facilities during that period pursuant to 
such a contract; and 

(4) the number of such individuals (and their 
medical specialties) who are receiving compensa
tion under such a contract in an amount in ex
cess of the maximum amount authorized under 
such section, as such section was in effect on 
the day before the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 718. EXPANSION OF THE PROGRAM FOR THE 

COLLECTION OF HEALTH CARE 
COSTS FROM THIRD-PARTY PAYERS. 

(a) COLLECTION CHANGES.-Section 1095 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended

(1) in subsection (g)-
(A) by inserting after "collected under this 

section from a third party payer" the following: 
"or under any other provision of law from any 
other payer"; and 

(B) by inserting before the period the follow
ing: "and shall not be taken into consideration 
in establishing the operating budget of the facil
ity"; and 

(2) in subsection (h)(2), by inserting after " in
cludes" the following: " a preferred provider or
ganization and". 

(b) REPORT ON COLLECTIONS.-Not later than 
February 15 of each year, the Secretary of De
fense shall submit to Congress a report specify
ing for each medical treatment facility of the 
uniformed services-

(}) the amount collected during the preceding 
fiscal year under section 1095 of title 10, United 
States Code, from third-party payers for the 
costs of health care provided at the facility; and 

(2) the amount requested for operation and 
maintenance of the facility for the preceding fis
cal year, the fiscal year in which the report is 
submitted, and the next fiscal year . 
SEC. 719. ALTERNATIVE RESOURCE ALLOCATION 

METHOD FOR MEDICAL FACIUTIES 
OF THE UNIFORMED SERVICES. 

(a) INCLUSION OF CAPITATION METHOD.-Sec
tion 1101 of title 10, United States Code is 
amended-

(]) in subsection (a)-
( A) by striking "DRGs" in the subsection 

heading and inserting in lieu thereof "CAPITA
TION OR DRG METHOD"; 

(B) by inserting "capitation or" before "diag
nosis-related groups"; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking " Diagnosis
related groups" and inserting in lieu thereof 
" Capitation or diagnosis-related groups"; and 

(3) in subsection (c)-
( A) by striking "shall" both places it appears 

and inserting in lieu thereof "may " ; and 
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(B) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
"(4) An appropriate method for calculating or 

estimating the annual per capita costs of provid
ing comprehensive health care services to mem
bers of the unif armed services on active duty 
and covered beneficiaries.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.-(}) The heading 
of such section is amended to read as follows: 
"§1101. Resource allocation methods: capita

tion or diagnosis-related groups". 
(2) The item relating to such section in the 

table of sections at the beginning of chapter SS 
of such title is amended to read as fallows: 
" 1101. Resource allocation methods: capitation 

or diagnosis-related groups.". 
SEC. 720. USE OF HEALTH MAINTENANCE ORGA

NIZATION MODEL AS OPTION FOR 
MILITARY HEALTH CARE. 

(a) USE OF MODEL.-Not later than December 
lS, 1993, the Secretary of Defense shall prescribe 
and implement a health benefit option (and ac
companying cost-sharing requirements) for cov
ered beneficiaries eligible for health care under 
chapter SS of title 10, United States Code, that 
is modelled on health maintenance organization 
plans offered in the private sector and other 
similar Government health insurance programs. 
The Secretary shall include, to the maximum ex
tent practicable, the health benefit option re
quired under this subsection as one of the op
tions available to covered beneficiaries in all fu
ture managed health care initiatives undertaken 
by the Secretary. 

(b) ELEMENTS OF OPTION.-The Secretary 
shall off er covered beneficiaries who enroll in 
the health benefit option required under sub
section (a) reduced out-of-pocket costs and a 
benefit structure that is as unif arm as possible 
throughout the United States. The Secretary 
shall allow enrollees to seek health care outside 
the option, except that the Secretary may pre
scribe higher out-of-pocket costs than author
ized under section 1079 or 1086 of title 10, United 
States Code, for enrollees who do so. 

(c) GOVERNMENT COSTS.-The health benefit 
option required under subsection (a) shall be ad
ministered so that the costs incurred by the Sec
retary to provide the option are no greater than 
the costs that would otherwise be incurred to 
provide health care to the covered beneficiaries 
who enroll in the option. 
SEC. 721. AUTHORIZATION FOR AUTOMATED MED

ICAL RECORD CAPABILITY TO BE IN
CLUDED IN MEDICAL INFORMATION 
SYSTEM. 

(a) AUTOMATED MEDICAL RECORD CAPABIL
ITY.-In carrying out the acquisition of the De
partment of Defense medical information system 
ref erred to in section 704 of the National De
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1987 
(Public Law 99-661; 100 Stat. 704), the Secretary 
of Defense may permit an automated medical 
record capability to be included in the system. 
The Secretary may make such modifications to 
existing contracts, and include such specifica
tions in future contracts, as the Secretary con
siders necessary to include such a capability in 
the system. 

(b) PLAN.-The Secretary of Defense shall de
velop a plan to test the use of automated medi
cal records at one or more military medical 
treatment faCilities. Not later than January lS , 
1994 , the Secretary shall submit the plan to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.-In this section: 
(1) The term "medical information system" 

means a computer-based information system 
that-

( A) receives data normally recorded concern
ing patients; 

(B) creates and maintains from such data a 
computerized medical record for each patient; 
and 

(C) provides access to data for patient care, 
hospital administration, research, and medical 
care resource planning. 

(2) The term "automated medical record" 
means a computer-based information system 
that-

( A) is available at the time and place of inter
action between a patient and a health care pro
vider; 

(B) receives, stores, and provides access to rel
evant patient and other medical information in 
a single, logical patient record that is appro
priately organized for clinical decisionmaking; 
and 

(C) maintains patient confidentiality in con
! ormance with all applicable laws and regula
tions. 

Subtitle C-Other Matters 
SEC. 731. AWARD OF CONSTRUCTIVE SERVICE 

CREDIT FOR ADVANCED HEALTH 
PROFESSIONAL DEGREES. 

(a) CREDIT ON ORIGINAL APPOINTMENT.-Sec
tion S33(b)(l) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) in subparagraph (A)-
( A) by inserting "professional" in the first 

sentence after "One year for each year of ad
vanced"; 

(B) by striking out "Except as provided in 
clause (E), in" at the beginning of the second 
sentence and inserting in lieu thereof "In"; and 

(C) by striking out "postsecondary education 
in excess of four that are" in the second sen
tence and inserting in lieu thereof "advanced 
education''; 

(2) by striking out subparagraph (E); and 
(3) by redesignating subparagraph ( F) as sub

paragraph "(E)". 
(b) CREDIT AS RESERVE OF THE ARMY.-Sec

tion 33S3(b)(l) of such title is amended-
(1) in subparagraph (A)-
( A) by inserting "professional" in the first 

sentence after "One year for each year of ad
vanced"; 

(B) by striking out "Except as provided in 
clause (E), in " at the beginning of the second 
sentence and inserting in lieu thereof " In"; and 

(C) by striking out "postsecondary education 
in excess of four that are" in the second sen
tence and inserting in lieu thereof "advanced 
education·'; 

(2) by striking out subparagraph (E); and 
(3) by redesignating subparagraph ( F) as sub

paragraph "(E)". 
(C) CREDIT IN THE NAVAL RESERVE AND MA

RINE CORPS RESERVE.-Section S600(b)(l) of such 
title is amended-

(1) in subparagraph (A)-
( A) by inserting "professional" in the first 

sentence after "One year for each year of ad
vanced"; 

(B) by striking out "Except as provided in 
clause ( E), in" at the beginning of the second 
sentence and inserting in lieu thereof " In"; and 

(C) by striking out "postsecondary education 
in excess of four that are" in the second sen
tence and inserting in lieu thereof "advanced 
education"; 

(2) by striking out subparagraph (E); and 
(3) by redesignating subparagraph ( F) as sub

paragraph "(E)". 
(d) CREDIT AS RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE.

Section 83S3(b)(l) of such title is amended-
(1) in subparagraph (A)-
( A) by inserting "professional" in the first 

sentence after "One year for each year of ad
vanced"; 

(B) by striking out "Except as provided in 
clause (E), in" at the beginning of the second 
sentence and inserting in lieu thereof "In"; and 

(C) by striking out "postsecondary education 
in excess of four that are" in the second sen
tence and inserting in lieu thereof "advanced 
education"; 

(2) by striking out subparagraph (E); and 
(3) by redesignating subparagraph ( F) as sub

paragraph "(E)". 
(e) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.-The 

amendments made by this section shall apply 
with respect to determining the constructive 
service credit of persons receiving an original 
appointment as commissioned officers in regular 
components of the Armed Forces, an original 
appointment as reserve commissioned officers, or 
an assignment or designation to certain officer 
categories described in such sections whether 
such appointment, assignment, or designation 
occurred before the date of the enactment of this 
Act or occurs on or after such date. 
SEC. 732. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY FOR 

GRADUATE STUDENT PROGRAM OF 
THE UNIFORMED SERVICES UNIVER
SITY OF THE HEALTH SCIENCES. 

(a) DISTINCTION BETWEEN MEDICAL AND 
GRADUATE STUDENTS.-Section 2114 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended-

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out "Stu
dents" in the first sentence and inserting in lieu 
thereof "Medical students"; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking out "Stu
dents" in the first and fourth sentences and in
serting in lieu thereof in each instance "Medical 
students"; 

(3) in subsection (d), by striking out "mem
ber" in the first sentence and inserting in lieu 
thereof "commissioned member"; and 

( 4) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subsection: 

"(g) The Secretary of Defense shall establish 
selection procedures, service obligations (if any), 
and such other requirements as the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate for students in any 
postdoctoral, postgraduate, or technological in
stitute established pursuant to section 2113(h) of 
this title.". 

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.-The 
amendments made by subsection (a) shall apply 
with respect to students attending the Uni
formed Services University of the Health 
Sciences on or after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 733. AUTHORITY FOR THE ARMED FORCES 

INSTITUTE OF PATHOLOGY TO OB. 
TAIN ADDITIONAL DISTINGUISHED 
PATHOLOGISTS AND SCIENTISTS. 

Section 176(c) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new sentence: "The Secretary of Defense, on a 
case-by-case basis, may waive the limitation on 
the number of distinguished pathologists or sci
entists with whom agreements may be entered 
into under this subsection if the Secretary deter
mines that such waiver is in the best interest of 
the Department of Defense.". 
SEC. 734. REPORT ON THE PROVISION OF 

HEALTH-CARE SERVICES TO WOMEN. 
(a) REPORT REQUIRED.-The Secretary of De

fense shall prepare a report evaluating the pro
vision of health-care services through military 
medical treatment facilities and the Civilian 
Health and Medical Program of the Uniformed 
Services to female members of the uni! armed 
services and female covered beneficiaries eligible 
for health care under chapter SS of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(b) CONTENTS.-The report required by sub
section (a) shall contain the following: 

(1) A description of the medical personnel of 
the Department of Defense who provided 
health-care services during fiscal year 1993 to 
female members and covered beneficiaries, in
cluding-

( A) the number of such personnel (including 
both the number of individual employees and 
the number of full-time employee equivalents); 

(B) the professional qualifications or specialty 
training of such personnel; and 

(C) the medical facilities to which such per
sonnel were assigned. 
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(2) A description of any actions, including the 

use of special pays and incentives, taken by the 
Secretary during fiscal year 1993-

(A) to ensure the retention of the medical per
sonnel described in paragraph (1); 

(B) to recruit additional personnel to provide 
health-care services to female members and fe
male covered beneficiaries; and 

(C) to replace departing personnel who pro
vided such services. 

(3) A description of any existing or proposed 
programs to encourage specialization of health 
care professionals in fields related to primary 
and preventive health-care services for women. 

(4) An assessment of any difficulties experi
enced by military medical treatment facilities or 
the Civilian Health and Medical Program of the 
Uniformed Services in furnishing primary and 
preventive health-care services for women and a 
description of those actions taken by the Sec
retary to resolve such difficulties. 

(5) An assessment of the extent to which gen
der-related factors impede or complicate diag
noses (such as inappropriate psychiatric refer
rals and admissions) made by medical personnel 
described in paragraph (1). 

(6) A description of the actions taken by the 
Secretary to faster and encourage the expansion 
of research relating to health care issues of con
cern to female members of the uni! ormed services 
and female covered beneficiaries. 

(c) POPULATION STUDY OF THE NEED OF FE
MALE MEMBERS AND FEMALE COVERED BENE
FICIARIES FOR HEALTH-CARE SERVICES.-(1) As 
part of the report required by subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall conduct a study to determine the 
needs of female members of the uniformed serv
ices and female covered beneficiaries for health
care services, including primary and preventive 
health-care services for women. 

(2) The study shall examine the health needs 
of current members and covered beneficiaries 
and future members and covered beneficiaries 
based upon the anticipated size and composition 
of the Armed Forces in the year 2000 and should 
be based on the demographics of society as a 
whole. 

(d) SUBMISSION AND REVISION.-The Secretary 
of Defense shall submit the report required by 
subsection (a) to Congress not later than April 
1, 1994. The Secretary shall revise and resubmit 
the report to Congress not later than April 1, 
1999. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term "primary and preventive health 

care services for women" has the meaning given 
such term in paragraph (6) of section 1072 of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by section 
701(c)). 

(2) The term "covered beneficiary" has the 
meaning given such term in paragraph (5) of 
such section. 
SEC. 735. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING THE 

INCLUSION OF CHIROPRACTIC CARE 
AS A TYPE OF HEALTH CARE AU
THORIZED UNDER CHAMPUS. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the following: 
(1) Chiropractors are currently prohibited 

from receiving reimbursement under the Civilian 
Health and Medical Program of the Uniformed 
Services (CHAMPUS). 

(2) Chiropractors offer cost-effective care that 
is desired by covered beneficiaries under 
CHAMPUS. 

(3) On March 1, 1992, the Department of De
fense concluded a two-year demonstration 
project to test the participation of chiropractors 
under CHAMPUS. 

(4) The demonstration project included over 
1,100 chiropractors in the States of Colorado and 
Washington and generated over 50,000 claims 
from 5, 700 covered beneficiaries. 

(5) A final report from the Department of De
fense on the demonstration project was expected 
in December 1992, but analysis of data derived 

from the project was delayed due to the late fil
ing of claims. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-ln light of the find
ings in subsection (a), it is the sense of Congress 
that the Secretary of Defense should-

(1) designate the analysis referred to in sub
section (a)(5) of the demonstration project to 
test the participation of chiropractors under 
CHAMPUS as a priority matter to be completed 
as expeditiously as possible, and not later than 
October 1, 1993; 

(2) submit that analysis, together with such 
conclusions as the Secretary considers to be ap
propriate, to the congressional defense commit
tees at the earliest possible date, and not later 
than October 1, 1993; 

(3) provide Congress (including the General 
Accounting Office or other designated represent
ative of Congress) access to all data resulting 
from the demonstration project; and 

(4) proceed immediately with any preliminary 
staff work (such as development of procedures 
and regulations) that may be required to comply 
with the findings and recommendations result
ing from the analysis of the demonstration 
project. 
TITLE VIII-ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI

SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED 
MATTERS 

Subtitle A-Acquisition Assistance Programs 
SEC. 801. DEFENSE PROCUREMENT TECHNICAL 

ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 
(a) AVAILABILITY OF AUTHORIZED APPROPRIA

TIONS.-Of the amounts authorized to be appro
priated in section 301(5) for Defense-wide activi
ties for fiscal year 1994, $12,000,000 shall be 
available for such fiscal year for carrying out 
the provisions of chapter 142 of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(b) SPECIFIC PROGRAMS.-Of the amounts re
ferred to in subsection (a), $600,000 shall be 
available for fiscal year 1994 for the purpose of 
carrying out programs sponsored by eligible en
tities referred to in subparagraph (D) of section 
2411(1) of title 10, United States Code, that pro
vide procurement technical assistance in dis
tressed areas referred to in subparagraph (B) of 
section 2411 (2) of such title. lf there is an insuf
ficient number of satisfactory proposals for co
operative agreements in such distressed areas to 
allow for effective use of the funds made avail
able in accordance with this subsection in such 
areas, the funds shall be allocated among the 
Defense Contract Administration Services re
gions in accordance with section 2415 of such 
title. 
SEC. 802. HISTORICALLY BLACK COLLEGES AND 

UNIVERSITIES. 
(a) FUNDING.-Of the amounts authorized to 

be appropriated for fiscal year 1994 pursuant to 
title II of this Act, $15 ,000,000 shall be available 
for such fiscal year for infrastructure assistance 
to historically Black colleges and universities 
and minority institutions under section 
2323(c)(3) of title 10, United States Code. 

(b) INFORMATION ON PROGRESS IN PROVIDING 
INFRASTRUCTURE ASSISTANCE REQUIRED IN AN
NUAL REPORT.-Effective October 1, 1993, section 
2323(i)(3) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

" (D) A detailed description of the infrastruc
ture assistance provided under subsection (c) 
during the preceding fiscal year and of the 
plans for providing such assistance during the 
fiscal year in which the report is submitted.". 
Subtitle B-Provisions to Streamline Defense 

Acquisition Laws 
SEC. 811. REPEAL AND AMENDMENT OF OBSO

LETE, REDUNDANT, OR OTHERWISE 
UNNECESSARY LAWS APPLICABLE 
TO DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE GEN
ERALLY. 

(a) REPEALS.-The following provisions of law 
are repealed: 

(1) Chapter 135 of title 10, United States Code 
(relating to encouragement of aviation). 

(2) Section 2317 of title 10, United States Code 
(relating to encouragement of competition and 
cost savings). 

(3) Section 2362 of title 10, United States Code 
(relating to testing requirements for wheeled or 
tracked vehicles). 

(4) Section 2389 of title 10, United States Code 
(relating to purchases from the Commodity 
Credit Corporation and price adjustments for 
contracts for procurement of milk). 

(5) Sections 2436 and 2437 of title 10, United 
States Code (relating to defense enterprise pro
grams). 

(6) Section 821 of Public Law 101-189 (103 Stat. 
1503) (relating to certificate of independent price 
determination in certain Department of Defense 
contract solicitations). 

(b) DELETION OF EXPIRING REPORT REQUJRE
MENT.-Effective February 1, 1994, section 2361 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
striking out subsection (c). 
SEC. 812. EXTENSION TO DEPARTMENT OF DE

FENSE GENERALLY OF CERTAIN AC
QUISITION LAWS APPLICABLE TO 
THE ARMY AND AIR FORCE. 

(a) INDUSTRIAL MOB/LIZATION.-(1) Sub-
chapter V of chapter 148 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new sections: 
"§2538. Industrial mobilization: orders; prior

ities; possession of manufacturing plants; 
violations 
"(a) ORDERS.-ln time of war or when war is 

imminent, the President, through the head of 
any department, may order from any person or 
organized manufacturing industry necessary 
products or materials of the type usually pro
duced or capable of being produced by that per
son or industry. 

"(b) PRIORITIES.-A person or industry with 
whom an order is placed under subsection (a), 
or the responsible head thereof, shall comply 
with that order and give it precedence over all 
orders not placed under that subsection. 

"(c) POSSESSION OF MANUFACTURING 
PLANTS.-ln time of war or when war is immi
nent, the President, through the head of any 
department, may take immediate possession of 
any plant that is equipped to manufacture, or 
that in the opinion of the Secretary of Defense 
is capable of being readily trans! armed into a 
plant for manufacturing, arms or ammunition, 
parts thereof, or necessary supplies for the 
armed forces if the person or industry owning or 
operating the plant, or the responsible head 
thereof, refuses-

"(]) to give precedence to the order as pre
scribed in subsection (b); 

"(2) to manufacture the kind, quantity, or 
quality of arms or ammunition, parts thereof, or 
necessary supplies, as ordered by the Secretary; 
or 

''(3) to furnish them at a reasonable price as 
determined by the Secretary. 

"(d) MANUFACTURE OF PRODUCTS IN SEIZED 
PLANTS.-The President, through the Secretary 
of Defense, may manufacture products that are 
needed in time of war or when war is imminent, 
in any plant that is seized under subsection (c). 

"(e) COMPENSATION AND RENTAL.-Each per
son or industry from whom products or mate
rials are ordered under subsection (a) is entitled 
to fair and just compensation. Each person or 
industry whose plant is seized under subsection 
(c) is entitled to a fair and just rental. 

"(f) VIOLATIONS.-Whoever fails to comply 
with this section shall be imprisoned for not 
more than three years and fined under title 18. 
"§2539. Industrial mobilization: plants; lists 

"(a) LIST OF PLANTS EQUIPPED TO MANUFAC
TURE ARMS OR AMMUNIT/ON.-The Secretary of 
Defense shall maintain a list of all privately 
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owned plants in the United States, and the ter
ritories, commonwealths, and possessions, that 
are equipped to manufacture for the armed 
forces arms or ammunition, or parts thereof. and 
shall obtain complete information of the kinds 
of those products manufactured or capable of 
being manufactured by each of those plants, 
and of the equipment and capacity of each of 
those plants. 

"(b) LIST OF PLANTS CAPABLE OF BEING 
TRANSFORMED INTO AMMUNITION FACTORIES.
The Secretary of Defense shall maintain a list of 
privately owned plants in the United States, 
and the territories, commonwealths, and posses
sions, that are capable of being readily trans
formed into factories for the manufacture of am
munition for the armed forces and that have a 
capacity sufficient to warrant conversion into 
ammunition plants in time of war or when war 
is imminent, and shall obtain complete informa
tion as to the equipment of each of those plants. 

"(c) CONVERSION PLANS.-The Secretary of 
Defense shall prepare comprehensive plans for 
converting each plant listed pursuant to sub
section (b) into a factory for the manufacture of 
ammunition or parts thereof. 
"§2540. Industrial mobilization: Board on Mo

bilization of Industries Essential for Mili
tary Preparedness 
"The President may appoint a nonpartisan 

Board on Mobilization of Industries Essential 
for Military Preparedness, and may provide nec
essary clerical assistance, to organize and co
ordinate operations under sections 2538 and 2539 
of this title.". 

(2) Sections 4501, 4502, 9501, and 9502 of title 
10, United States Code, are repealed. 

(b) AVAILABILITY OF SAMPLES, DRAWINGS, IN
FORMATION, EQUIPMENT, MATERIALS, AND CER
TAIN SERVICES.-(1) Chapter 148 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, is further amended by adding at 
the end the fallowing: 
"§2541. Availability of samples, drawings, in

formation, equipment, materials, and cer
tain services. 
"(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of Defense 

and the secretaries of the military departments, 
under regulations to be prescribed by the Sec
retary of Defense and when determined to be in 
the interest of national defense, may-

"(1) sell, lend, or give samples, drawings, and 
manufacturing or other information (subject to 
the rights of third parties) to any United States 
person or entity; 

"(2) sell or lend government equipment or ma
terials to any United States person or entity-

"( A) for use in independent research and de
velopment programs, if the equipment or mate
rial will be used exclusively for such research 
and development; or 

"(B) for use in demonstrations to a friendly 
foreign government; and 

"(3) make available to any United States per
son or entity. for appropriate fees, the services 
of any government laboratory, center, range, or 
other testing facility for the testing of materials. 
equipment, models. computer software, and 
other i terns. 

"(b) FEES.-Fees for services made available 
under subsection (a)(3) shall be established by 
regulations prescribed pursuant to subsection 
(a). Such fees may not exceed the amount nec
essary to recoup the direct costs involved, such 
as utilities, contractor support, and salaries of 
personnel incurred by the United States to pro
vide such testing. 

"(c) CONFIDENTIALITY.-The results of tests 
performed pursuant to subsection (a)(3) are con
fidential and may not be divulged outside the 
government without the consent of the persons 
for whom the tests are performed. 

" (d) USE OF FEES.- Fees received for services 
made available under subsection (a)(3) may be 

credited to the appropriations or funds of the 
selling activity.". 

(2) Section 2314 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by inserting " or sale" after "pro
curement". 

(3) Sections 4506, 4507, 4508, 9506, and 9507 of 
title 10, United States Code, are repealed. 

(C) PROCUREMENT FOR EXPERIMENTAL PUR
POSES.-(1) Chapter 139 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol
lowing new section: 
"§2373. Procurement for experimental pur

poses 
"(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of a military 

department may buy ordnance, signal , and 
chemical activity supplies, including parts and 
accessories, and designs thereof, that the Sec
retary concerned considers necessary for experi
mental or test purposes in the development of 
the best supplies that are needed for the na
tional defense. 

"(b) PROCEDURES.-Purchases under this sec
tion may be made inside or outside the United 
States, with or without competitive bidding, and 
by contract or otherwise. Chapter 137 of this 
title applies when such purchases are made in 
quantity.". 

(2) Sections 4504 and 9504 of title 10, United 
States Code, are repealed. 

(d) ACCEPTANCE OF GRATUITOUS SERVICES OF 
CERTAIN RESERVE OFFICERS.-(1) Chapter 11 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by in
serting after section 278 the fallowing new sec
tion: 
"§279. Authority to accept certain gratuitous 

services of officers 
"Notwithstanding section 1342 of title 31, the 

Secretary of a military department may accept 
the gratuitous services of an officer of a reserve 
component under the Secretary's jurisdiction 
(other than an officer of the Army National 
Guard of the United States or the Air National 
Guard of the United States)-

"(1) in the furtherance of the enrollment, or
ganization, and training of that officer's reserve 
component or the Reserve Officers' Training 
Corps; or 

"(2) in consultation upon matters relating to 
the armed forces.". 

(2) Sections 4541 and 9541 of title 10, United 
States Code, are repealed. 
SEC. 813. REPEAL AND AMENDMENT OF CERTAIN 

ACQUISITION LAWS APPLICABLE TO 
THE ARMY AND AIR FORCE. 

(a) REPEALS.-The following provisions of 
subtitles B and D of title 10, United States Code, 
are repealed: 

(1) Sections 4503 and 9503 (relating to research 
and development programs). 

(2) Sections 4505 and 9505 (relating to procure
ment of production equipment). 

(3) Sections 4531 and 9531 (relating to procure
ment authorization). 

(4) Section 4533 (relating to Army rations). 
(5) Sections 4534 and 9534 (relating to subsist

ence supplies, contract stipulations, and place 
of delivery on inspection). 

(6) Sections 4535 and 9535 (relating to pur
chase of exceptional subsistence supplies with
out advertising). 

(7) Sections 4537 and 9537 (relating to assist
ance of U.S. mapping agencies with military 
surveys and maps). 

(8) Sections 4538 and 9538 (relating to ex
change and reclamation of unserviceable ammu
nition). 

(b) AMENDMENTS.-(]) Section 2358(a) of title 
10, United States Code, is amended-

( A) in the first sentence, by striking out "Sub
ject to approval by the President, the Secretary 
of Defense" and inserting in lieu thereof "The 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretaries of the 
military departments"; 

(B) in the first sentence, by inserting after 
"other military " the following : "or depart
ment": and 

(C) in the second sentence, by striking out 
" Subject to approval by the President, the Sec
retary" and inserting in lieu thereof "The Sec
retary concerned". 

(2) Section 2358(b) of such title is amended-
( A) by inserting after "Secretary of Defense" 

the following : " or the Secretary of the military 
department concerned"; and 

(B) by inserting after "relationship to a mili
tary" the following: "or department". 
SEC. 814. CONSOLIDATION, REPEAL, AND AMEND

MENT OF CERTAIN ACQUISITION 
LAWS APPLICABLE TO THE NA VY. 

(a) REPEALS.-The following provisions of 
subtitle C of title 10, United States Code, are re
pealed: 

(1) Section 7201 (relating to guided missiles, 
research and development, procurement, and 
construction). 

(2) Section 7210 (relating to purchase of pat
ents, patent applications, and licenses). 

(3) Section 7213 (relating to relief of contrac
tors and their employees from losses by enemy 
action). 

( 4) Section 7230 (relating to sale of degaussing 
equipment). 

(5) Section 7296 (relating to availability of ap
propriations for other purposes). 

(6) Section 7298 (relating to conversion of com
batants and auxiliaries). 

(7) Section 7301 (relating to estimates required 
for bids on construction). 

(8) Section 7310 (relating to constructing com
batant vessels). 

(9) Chapter 635 (relating to naval aircraft). 
(10) Section 7366 (relating to limitation on ap

propriations for naval salvage facilities). 
(b) REVISION AND STREAMLINING OF CERTAIN 

PROVISIONS RELATING TO NAVAL VESSELS.
Chapter 633 of such title is amended by striking 
out sections 7304, 7305, 7306, 7307, 7308, and 7309 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
"§7304. Examination of vessels; striking of 

vessels from Naval Vessel Register 
"(a) BOARDS OF OFFICERS To EXAMINE NAVAL 

VESSELS.-The Secretary of the Navy shall des
ignate boards of naval officers to examine naval 
vessels, including unfinished vessels, for the 
purpose of making a recommendation to the Sec
retary as to which vessels, if any, should be 
stricken from the Naval Vessel Register. Each 
vessel shall be examined at least once every 
three years if practicable. 

"(b) ACTIONS BY BOARD.-A board designated 
under subsection (a) shall submit to the Sec
retary in writing its recommendations as to 
which vessels, if any, among those it examined 
should be stricken from the Naval Vessel Reg
ister. 

"(c) ACTION BY SECRETARY.-!! the Secretary 
concurs with a recommendation by a board that 
a vessel should be stricken from the Naval Ves
sel Register, the Secretary shall strike the name 
of that vessel from the Naval Vessel Register. 
"§7305. Vessels stricken from Naval Vessel 

Register: sale 
"(a) APPRAISAL OF VESSELS STRICKEN FROM 

NAVAL VESSEL REG/STER.-The Secretary of the 
Navy shall appraise each vessel stricken from 
the Naval Vessel Register under section 7304 of 
this title. 

" (b) AUTHORITY To SELL VESSEL.-!/ the Sec
retary considers that the sale of the vessel is in 
the national interest, the Secretary may sell the 
vessel. Any such sale shall be in accordance 
with regulations prescribed by the Secretary for 
the purposes of this section. 

"(c) PROCEDURES FOR SALE.- (1) A vessel 
stricken from the Naval Vessel Register and not 
subject to disposal under any other law may be 
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sold under this section. In such a case, the Sec
retary may sell the vessel to the highest accept
able bidder, regardless of the appraised value of 
the vessel, after the vessel is publicly advertised 
for sale for a period of not less than 30 days. 

''(2) If the Secretary determines that the bid 
prices for a vessel received after advertising 
under paragraph (I) are not acceptable and that 
readvertising will serve no useful purpose, the 
Secretary may sell the vessel by negotiation to 
the highest acceptable bidder if-

"( A) each responsible bidder has been notified 
of intent to negotiate and has been given a rea
sonable opportunity to negotiate; and 

"(B) the negotiated price is-
"(i) higher than the highest rejected price of 

any responsible bidder; or 
"(ii) reasonable and in the national interest. 
"(d) APPLICABILITY.-This section does not 

apply to a vessel the disposal of which is au
thorized by the Federal Property and Adminis
trative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et 
seq.), if it is to be disposed of under that Act. 
"§7306. Vessels stricken from Naval Vessel 

Register; captured vessels: transfer by gift 
or otherwise 
"(a) AUTHORITY To MAKE TRANSFER.-Sub

ject to subsections (c) and (d) of section 602 of 
the Federal Property and Administrative Serv
ices Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 474), the Secretary of 
the Navy may transfer, by gift or otherwise, any 
vessel stricken from the Naval Vessel Register, 
or any captured vessel, to-

"(I) any State, Commonwealth, or possession 
of the United States or any municipal corpora
tion or political subdivision thereof; 

"(2) the District of Columbia; or 
"(3) any not-for-profit or nonprofit entity. 
"(b) VESSEL TO BE MAINTAINED IN CONDITION 

SATISFACTORY TO SECRETARY.-An agreement 
for the transfer of a vessel under subsection (a) 
shall include a requirement that the transferee 
will maintain the vessel in a condition satisf ac
tory to the Secretary. 

"(c) TRANSFERS To BE AT No COST TO UNITED 
STATES.-Any transfer of a vessel under this 
section shall be made at no cost to the United 
States. 

"(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.-(]) No transfer 
under this section takes effect unless-

"( A) notice of the proposal to make the trans
fer is sent to Congress: and 

"(B) 60 calendar days of continuous session of 
Congress have expired after the notice is sent to 
Congress. 

"(2) For purposes of paragraph (I)( B), the 
continuity of a session of Congress is broken 
only by an adjournment of the Congress sine 
die, and the days on which either House is not 
in session because of an adjournment of more 
than 3 days to a day certain are excluded in the 
computation of such 60-day period. 
"§7306a. Vessels stricken from Naval Vessel 

Register: use for experimental purposes 
"(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of the Navy 

may use for experimental purposes any vessel 
stricken from the Naval Vessel Register. 

"(b) STRIPPING VESSEL.-(1) Before using a 
vessel for an experimental purpose pursuant to 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall carry out 
such stripping of the vessel as is practicable. 

"(2) Amounts received as proceeds from the 
stripping of a vessel pursuant to this subsection 
shall be credited to appropriations available for 
the procurement of scrapping services needed for 
such stripping. Amounts received which are in 
excess of amounts needed for procuring such 
services shall be deposited into the general fund 
of the Treasury. 
"§7307. Disposals to foreign nations 

"(a) LARGER OR NEWER VESSELS.-A naval 
vessel that is in excess of 3,000 tons or that is 
less than 20 years of age may not be disposed of 

to another nation (whether by sale, lease, grant, 
loan, barter, transfer, or otherwise) unless the 
disposition of that vessel is approved by law en
acted after August 5, 1974. A lease or loan of 
such a vessel under such a law may be made 
only in accordance with the provisions of chap
ter 6 of the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 
2796 et seq.) or chapter 2 of part II of the For
eign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2311 et 
seq.). 

"(b) OTHER VESSELS.-(]) A naval vessel not 
subject to subsection (a) may be disposed of to 
another nation (whether by sale, lease, grant, 
loan, barter, transfer, or otherwise) in accord
ance with applicable provisions of law, but only 
after-

"( A) the Secretary of the Navy notifies the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives in writing of the pro
posed disposition; and 

"(B) 30 days of continuous session of Congress 
have expired fallowing the date on which such 
notice was transmitted to those committees. 

"(2) For purposes of paragraph (l)(B), the 
continuity of a session of Congress is broken 
only by an adjournment of the Congress sine 
die, and the days on which either House is not 
in session because of an adjournment of more 
than 3 days to a day certain are excluded in the 
computation of such 30-day period. 

"§7308. Chief of Naval Operations: certifi
cation required for disposal of combatant 
vessels 
"Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 

no combatant vessel of the Navy may be sold, 
trans! erred, or otherwise disposed of, unless the 
Chief of Naval Operations certifies that it is not 
essential to the defense of the United States. 

"§7309. Construction of vessels in foreign 
shipyards: prohibition 
"(a) PROHIBITION.-Except as provided in sub

section (b), no vessel to be constructed for any 
of the armed forces, and no major component of 
the hull or superstructure of any such vessel, 
may be constructed in a foreign shipyard. 

"(b) PRESIDENTIAL WA/VER FOR NATIONAL SE
CURITY INTEREST.-(]) The President may au
thorize exceptions to the prohibition in sub
section (a) when the President determines that 
it is in the national security interest of the Unit
ed States to do so. 

"(2) The President shall transmit notice to 
Congress of any such determination, and no 
contract may be made pursuant to the exception 
authorized until the end of the 30-day period be
ginning on the date on which the notice of the 
determination is received by Congress. 

"(c) EXCEPTION FOR INFLATABLE BOATS.-An 
inflatable boat or a rigid inflatable boat, as de
fined by the Secretary of the Navy, is not a ves
sel for the purpose of the restriction in sub
section (a). 

"§7310. Overhaul, repair, etc. of vessels in for· 
eign shipyards: restrictions 
"(a) VESSELS WITH HOMEPORT IN UNITED 

STATES.-A naval vessel (or any other vessel 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the 
Navy) the homeport of which is in the United 
States may not be overhauled, repaired, or 
maintained in a shipyard outside the United · 
States, other than in the case of voyage repairs. 

"(b) VESSEL CHANGING HOMEPORTS.-ln the 
case of a naval vessel the homeport of which is 
not in the United States (or a territory of the 
United States), the Secretary of the Navy may 
not during the 15-month period preceding the 
planned reassignment of the vessel to a home
port in the United States (or a territory of the 
United States) begin any work for the overhaul, 
repair, or maintenance of the vessel that is 
scheduled to be for a period of more than six 
months.". 

SEC. 815. ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY TO CONTRACT 
FOR FUEL STORAGE AND MANAGE· 
MENT. 

(a) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY.-Section 2388 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended-

(]) in subsection (a)-
( A) by striking out "The" and inserting "The 

Secretary of Defense or the"; and 
(B) by striking out "the storage, handling, 

and distribution of liquid fuels" and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: "storage facilities 
for, or the storage, handling, or distribution of, 
liquid fuels or natural gas. Any such contract 
may be entered into"; 

(2) by striking out subsection (b); and 
(3) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub

section (b). 
(b) SECTION HEADING AMENDMENT.-The 

heading of section 2388 of such title is amended 
to read as fallows: 
"§2388. Liquid fuels and natural gas: con· 

tracts for storage, handling, or distribu
tion". 

SEC. 816. ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY RELATING TO 
THE ACQUISITION OF PETROLEUM. 

Section 2404 of title JO, United States Code, is 
amended-

(]) in subsection (c)-
( A) by inserting ''or petroleum-related serv

ices" after "petroleum" the first place it ap
pears; and 

(B) by striking out "petroleum derivatives" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "petro leum-related 
services"; 

(2) in subsection (d)-
( A) by striking out ''and products'' and in

serting in lieu thereof "products"; and 
(B) by striking out the period at the end and 

inserting in lieu thereof", and natural gas."; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

"(e) The Secretary of Defense may sell petro
leum that is in inventory if the Secretary deter
mines that the sale would be in the public inter
est. Amounts received from such a sale shall be 
credited to appropriations available for the ac
quisition of petroleum. Amounts so credited 
shall be available for obligation for the same pe
riod as the appropriations to which the amounts 
are credited.". 
SEC. 817. SIMPLIFIED ACQUISITION THRESHOLD. 

(a) SIMPLIFIED ACQUISITION THRESHOLD.
Paragraph (7) of section 2302 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

"(7) The term 'simplified acquisition thresh
old' means $100,000, adjusted on October 1 of 
each year divisible by 5 to the amount equal to 
$100,000 in constant fiscal year 1990 dollars 
(rounded to the nearest $1,000). " . 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-(]) Title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking out 
"small purchase threshold" each place it ap
pears other than sections 2410i(b)(l), 2304(g)(2), 
and 2304(g)(3) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"simplified acquisition threshold". 

(2) Section 2304(g)(J) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: "Any such simplified pro
cedures shall maintain the notice requirements 
under section 18 of the Office of Federal Pro
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 416) and sub
sections (e), (f), and (g) of section 8 of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637) for any purchase or 
contract for an amount in excess of the small 
purchase threshold, as that term is used in those 
Acts.". 

(3) Section 2384(b) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended-

( A) in paragraph (1), by inserting "or in para
graph (3)" after "in paragraph (2)"; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(3) Paragraph (1) does not apply to a con
tract in an amount equal to or less than the sim
plified acquisition threshold (as defined in sec
tion 2302(7) of this title).". 
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(4) Section 2397c(a)(l) of title 10, United States 

Code, is amended by striking out "in excess of 
$100,000" and inserting in lieu thereof "in an 
amount in excess of the simplified acquisition 
threshold (as defined in section 2302(7) of this 
title)". 

(5) Section 2408(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol
lowing new paragraph: 

"(4) In this subsection, the term 'defense con
tract' means a contract in an amount in excess 
of the simplified acquisition threshold (as de
fined in section 2302(7) of this title).". 
SEC. 818. PROCUREMENT OF COMMERCIAL AND 

NONDEVELOPMENTAL ITEMS. 
(a) POLJCY.-Section 230J(a) of title 10, United 

States Code, is amended-
(1) by striking out "and" at the end of para

graph (6); 
(2) by striking out the period at the end of 

paragraph (7) and inserting in lieu thereof a 
semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

"(8) to the maximum extent practicable, and 
consistent with the objectives set forth in section 
2501 (c) of this title, the Department of Defense 
shall acquire commercial items to meet its needs 
and shall require prime contractors and sub
contractors, at all levels, which furnish other 
than commercial items. to incorporate to the 
maximum extent practicable commercial items as 
components of items being supplied to the De
partment; and 

"(9) when commercial items and components 
are not available, practicable, or cost effective, 
the Department shall acquire, and shall require 
prime contractors and subcontractors to incor
porate, other nondevelopmental items and com
ponents to the maximum extent practicable.". 

(b) COMMERCIAL ITEM DEFINED.-Section 2302 
of title 10, United States Code, as amended by 
section 817, is further amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(8) The term 'commercial item' means any 
item regularly used in the course of normal busi
ness operations for other than Government pur
poses that-

"( A) has been sold, leased, or licensed to the 
general public; 

"(B) has been offered for sale, lease, or license 
to the general public; 

"(C) is not yet available in the commercial 
marketplace, but will be available in time to sat
isfy the delivery requirements under a Govern
ment solicitation; or 

"(D) is an item that, but for minor modifica
tions made to meet Government requirements, 
would satisfy the criteria set for th in subpara
graph (A), (B), or (C). ". 

(c) COST OR PRICING DATA.-Section 2306a(b) 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended-

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (A). (B), 
and (C) of paragraph (1) as clauses (i), (ii), and 
(iii), respectively; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as 
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively; 

(3) by inserting "(1)" before "This section 
need not"; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
"(2) This section does not apply to a contract 

or subcontract for commercial items unless the 
head of the agency determines that cost or pric
ing data are necessary for the evaluation by the 
agency of the reasonableness of the price of the 
contract or subcontract. In any case in which 
the head of the agency requires such data to be 
submitted under this section, the head of the 
agency shall document in writing the reasons 
for such requirement.". 

(d) PROCUREMENT PLANNING.-(]) Subsection 
(a) of section 2325 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting " commercial or" 
before "nondevelopmental items" each place it 
appears in paragraphs (2), (3), and (4). 

(2) The heading of section 2325 of such title is 
amended to read as fallows: 
"§2325. Preference for commercial and non

developmental items". 
(3) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 137 of such title is amended by striking 
out the item relating to section 2325 and insert-
ing in lieu thereof the following : · 
"2325. Preference for commercial and nondevel

opmental items.". 
(e) PROCUREMENT OF COMMERCIAL ITEMS.-(1) 

Chapter 137 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting after section 2325 the f al
lowing new section: 
"§2325a. Procurement of commercial items 

"(a) REGULATIONS; UNIFORM TERMS AND CON
DITIONS.-(1) The Secretary of Defense shall 
prescribe regulations implementing this section 
and paragraphs (8) and (9) of section 2301(a) of 
this title. The regulations shall contain a set or 
sets of uniform terms and conditions to be in
cluded in contracts for the acquisition of com
mercial end items. Such uniform terms and con
ditions shall be modeled to the maximum extent 
practicable on commercial terms and conditions 
and shall include only those contract clauses, 
including clauses requiring terms and conditions 
to be [lowed down to subcontractors, that are-

"( A) required to implement provisions of law 
applicable to commercial item acquisitions; 

"(B) essential for the protection of the Federal 
Government's interest in an acquisition: or 

"(C) determined by the Secretary to be con
sistent with standard commercial practice. 

"(2) The regulations prescribed under para
graph (1) shall provide that prime contractors 
and subcontractors furnishing other than com
mercial items as end items or components may 
not require suppliers furnishing commercial 
items as components to comply with any clause, 
term, or condition except those-

"( A) required to implement provisions of law 
applicable to subcontractors furnishing commer
cial items; 

"(B) essential for the protection of the prime 
contractor or higher tier subcontractor in a par
ticular acquisition; or 

"(C) determined to be consistent with stand
ard commercial practice. 

"(b) DEFINITIONS.-ln this section: 
"(I) The term 'component' means any item 

supplied to the Government as part of an end 
item or of another component. 

"(2) The term 'nondevelopmental item' has the 
meaning given that term in section 2325 of this 
title. 

"(c) EXEMPTIONS FROM PRESENT LAW.-Pro
curements of commercial items shall not be sub
ject to the following provisions of this title: 

"(1) Section 2324. 
"(2) Section 2384. 
"(3) Section 2393. 
"(4) Section 2397. 
"(5) Section 2397a. 
"(6) Section 2397b. 
''(7) Section 2397c. 
"(8) Section 2402. 
"(9) Section 2406. 
"(10) Section 2408. 
"(d) SET-ASIDES PRESERVED.-Nothing in this 

section shall prevent the Secretary of Defense 
from restricting the award of prime contracts for 
commercial items to any source as may from time 
to time be prescribed or permitted by law. 

"(e) RESTRICTION TO FIRM, FIXED PRICE CON
TRACTS.-Except where commercial items are to 
be provided as a portion of a contract that also 
provides for the delivery of other than commer
cial items, only firm, fixed price contracts or 
fixed price contracts with economic price adjust
ment provisions shall be used to acquire com
mercial end items under this section.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 137 of such title is amended by inserting 

after the item relating to section 2325 the fallow
ing new item: 
"2325a. Procurement of commercial items.". 
SEC. 819. TECHNICAL AND CLERICAL AMEND

MENTS. 
(a) AMENDMENTS TO TABLES OF SECTIONS.

The table of sections at the beginning of each 
chapter of title JO, United States Code, listed in 
the fallowing paragraphs is amended by striking 
out the items relating to the sections listed in 
such paragraphs: 

(1) Chapter 137: section 2317. 
(2) Chapter 139: section 2362. 
(3) Chapter 141: sections 2384a and 2389. 
(4) Chapter 144: sections 2436 and 2437. 
(5) Chapter 433: sections 4531, 4534, 4535, 4537, 

4538, and 4541. 
(6) Chapter 631: sections 7201, 7210, 7213, and 

7230. 
(7) Chapter 633: sections 7296, 7298, and 7301. 
(8) Chapter 637: section 7366. 
(9) Chapter 933: sections 9531, 9534, 9535, 9537, 

9538, and 9541. 
(b) AMENDMENTS TO TABLES OF CHAPTERS.
(1) The table of chapters at the beginning of 

subtitle A, and part IV of subtitle A, of title 10, 
United States Code, are amended by striking out 
the item relating to chapter 135. 

(2) The table of chapters at the beginning of 
subtitle B, and part IV of subtitle B, of such 
title are amended by striking out the item relat
ing to chapter 431. 

(3) The table of chapters at the beginning of 
subtitle C, and part IV of subtitle C, of such 
title are amended by striking out the item relat
ing to chapter 635. 

(c) ADDITIONAL AMENDMENTS.-
(]) The table of sections at the beginning of 

subchapter I of chapter 11 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 278 the fallowing new 
item: 
"279. Authority to accept certain gratuitous 

services of officers". 
(2) The table of sections at the beqinning of 

chapter 139 of such title is amended by adding 
at the end the fallowing new item: 
"2373. Procurement for experimental purposes". 

(3) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 141 of such title is amended by striking 
out the item relating to section 2388 and insert
ing in lieu thereof the following: 
"2388. Liquid fuels and natural gas: contracts 

for storage, handling, or distribu
tion.". 

(4) The table of sections at the beginning of 
subchapter V of chapter 148 of such title is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new items: 
"2538. Industrial mobilization: orders; priorities; 

possession of manufacturing 
plants; violations 

"2539. Industrial mobilization: plants; lists 
"2540. Industrial mobilization: Board on Mobili

zation of Industries Essential for 
Military Preparedness 

"2541. Availability of samples, drawings, infor
mation, equipment, materials, and 
certain services.". 

(5) Chapter 431 of such title is amended by 
striking out the chapter heading and the table 
of sections. 

(6) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 633 of such title is amended by striking 
out the items relating to sections 7304, 7305, 7306, 
7307, 7308, 7309, and 7310 and inserting in lieu 

· thereof the following : 
"7304. Examination of vessels; striking of vessels 

from Naval Vessel Register. 
"7305. Vessels stricken from Naval Vessel .Reg

ister: sale. 
"7306. Vessels stricken from Naval Vessel Reg

ister: captured vessels: transfer by 
gift or ot.herwise. 
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"7306a. Vessels stricken from Naval Vessel Reg

ister: use for experimental pur
poses. 

"7307. Disposals to foreign nations. 
"7308 . Chief of Naval Operations: certification 

required for disposal of combatant 
vessels. 

"7309. Construction of vessels in foreign ship
yards: prohibition. 

"7310. Overhaul, repair, etc. of vessels in for
eign shipyards: restrictions.". 

(7)( A) Chapter 931 of such title is amended
(i) by striking out the table of sections for sub

chapter I; 
(ii) by striking out the headings for sub

chapters I and II; 
(iii) by striking out the table of subchapters; 

and 
(iv) by amending the chapter heading to read 

as follows: 
"CHAPTER 931-CIVIL RESERVE AIR 

FLEET". 
(B) The table of chapters at the beginning of 

subtitle D, and part IV of subtitle D, of such 
title are amended by striking out the items relat
ing to chapter 931 and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 
"931. Civil Reserve Air Fleet .... .. ......... 9511". 

(d) CROSS-REFERENCE AMENDMENTS.-(1) Sec
tion 505(a)(2)(B)(i) of the National Security Act 
of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 415(a)(2)(B)(i)) is amended by 
striking out "section 7307(b)(l)" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "section 7307(a)". 

(2) Section 2366(d) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "to the defense 
committees of Congress (as defined in section 
2362(e)(3) of this title)." and inserting in lieu 
thereof "to the Committees on Armed Services 
and on Appropriations of the Senate and House 
of Representatives.". 

Subtitle C-Other Matters 
SEC. 821. REPORTS ON CONTRACT BUNDLING. 

(a) REPORTS.-Not later than April 1, 1994, the 
Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller Gen
eral shall each submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services and on Small Business of the 
Senate and House of Representatives a report on 
the effects of contract bundling on the partici
pation by small business concerns and small dis
advantaged business concerns in procurement 
by the Department of Defense. The report shall 
contain the findings and conclusions of the Sec
retary or the Comptroller General, as the case 
may be, regarding such effects, based on the 
data collected under subsection (b). The report 
also shall contain such recommendations for ad
ministrative or legislative action as the Sec
retary or Comptroller General considers appro
priate to maintain and increase participation by 
small business concerns and small disadvan
taged business concerns in procurement by the 
Department of Defense. 

(b) DATA COLLECTION.-For purposes of carry
ing out the report requirement of subsection (a), 
the Secretary of Defense shall collect data on 
the effect of contract bundling on the participa
tion by small business concerns and small dis
advantaged business concerns in procurement 
by the Department of Defense. At a minimum, 
the Secretary shall collect data on the following: 

(1) The number and types of bundled con
tracts awarded during fiscal years 1992 and 1993 
and expected to be awarded during fiscal year 
1994, together with the reasons for the bundling 
of such contracts. 

(2) The cost effectiveness of bundling such 
contracts compared to awarding the contracts in 
separate, smaller contracts. 

(3) The number of smaller contracts that 
would have been awarded if such contracts were 
not bundled, and the types of contractors (such 
as small business concerns and small disadvan
taged business concerns) that could have been 
expected to perform the smaller contracts. 

(4) The extent to which small businesses and 
small disadvantaged businesses participate as 
subcontractors on bundled contracts . 

(c) TRANSMISSION OF DATA TO COMPTROLLER 
GENERAL.-Not later than February 1, 1994, the 
Secretary of Defense shall transmit to the Comp
troller General a copy of the data collected 
under subsection (b) for use by the Comptroller 
General in carrying out the report requirement 
of subsection (a). 

(d) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this section, 
the term "contract bundling" means the consoli
dation of two or more requirements, descrip
tions, specifications, line items, or statements of 
work that individually were or could be per
! armed by a small business concern, resulting in 
a contract opportunity for supplies, services, or 
construction that may be unsuitable for award 
to a small business concern due to-

(1) the diversity and size of the elements of 
performance specified; 

(2) the aggregate dollar value of the antici
pated award; 

(3) the geographical dispersion of the contract 
performance sites; or 

(4) any combination of paragraphs (1), (2), 
and (3). 
SEC. 822. PROHIBITION ON COMPETITION BE-

7WEEN DEPOT MAINTENANCE AC
TIVITIES AND SMALL BUSINESSES 
FOR CERTAIN MAINTENANCE CON· 
TRACTS. 

(a) I N GENERAL.-(1) Chapter 146 of title 10, 
United States Code, as amended by sections 342 
and 344, is further amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new section: 
"§2472. Contracts to perform depot-level 

maintenance: prohibition on competition be
tween depot-level activities and small busi
nesses and certain other entities 
"(a) EXCLUSION.-ln any case in which the 

Secretary of Defense plans to use competitive 
procedures to select an entity to perform a 
depot-level maintenance workload, if the pro
curement is to be conducted as described in sub
section (b), then the Secretary shall exclude 
from competing in the procurement depot-level 
activities of the Department of Defense. 

"(b) PROCUREMENT DESCRIPTION.-The re
quirement to exclude depot-level activities under 
subsection (a) applies in the case of a procure
ment to be conducted by excluding from com
petition entities in the private sector other 
than-

"(1) small business concerns in furtherance of 
section 8 or 15 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 637 or 644); or 

"(2) entities described in subsection (a)(l) of 
section 2323 of this title in furtherance of the 
goal specified in that subsection.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is further amended by adding at 
the end the fallowing new item: 
"2472. Contracts to perform depot-level mainte

nance: prohibition on competition 
between depot-level activities and 
small businesses and certain other 
entities.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Section 2472 of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by subsection (a), 
shall take effect on the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 823. CLARIFICATION OF REQUIREMENT FOR 

DOMESTIC MANUFACTURE OF PRO
PELLERS FOR SHIPS FUNDED 
UNDER THE FAST SEALIFT PRO· 
GRAM. 

Section 1424(b) of Public Law 101-510 (10 
U.S.C. 7291 note) is amended-

(]) in paragraph (6), by striking out "para
graph (5)" and inserting in lieu thereof "para
graph (6)"; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (5) and (6) as 
paragraphs (6) and (7), respectively ; and 

(3) by adding after paragraph (4) the follow
ing new paragraph (5): 

"(5) The propellers for vessels constructed 
under the program shall incorporate only cast
ings poured and finished in the United States 
and forgings manufactured in the United States. 
The Secretary of Defense may waive the require
ment of this paragraph if adhering to the re
quirement would result in the existence of only 
one United States source for such castings and 
forgings.". 
SEC. 824. PILOT PROGRAM TO IMPROVE PRICING 

POLICIES FOR USE OF MAJOR 
RANGE AND TEST FACILITY INSTAL
LATIONS OF THE AIR FORCE. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM To ESTABLISH COMPETI
TIVE PRICES.-(1) Chapter 949 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after sec
tion 9781 the fallowing new section: 
"§9782. Use of test and evaluation installa

tions by commercial entities 
"(a) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of 

the Air Force, in consultation with the Sec
retary of Defense, may enter into contracts with 
commercial entities that desire to conduct com
mercial test and evaluation activities at a Major 
Range and Test Facility Installation under the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary. 

"(b) TERMINATION OR LIMITATION OF CON
TRACT UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTA1VCES.-A con
tract entered into under subsection (a) shall 
contain a provision that the installation com
mander may terminate, prohibit, or suspend im
mediately any commercial test or evaluation ac
tivity to be conducted at the Major Range and 
Test Facility installation under the contract if 
the installation commander certifies in writing 
that the test or evaluation activity is or would 
be detrimental-

"(1) to the public health and safety; 
"(2) to property (either public or private); or 
"(3) to any national security interest or for-

eign policy interest of the United States. 
"(c) CONTRACT PRICE.-The installation com

mander shall require a commercia l entity using 
a Major Range and Test Facility Installation 
under a contract entered into under subsection 
(a) to reimburse the installation for all direct 
costs associated with the test and evaluation ac
tivities conducted by the commercial entity 
under the contract. In addition, the contract 
may require the commercial entity to reimburse 
the installation for such indirect costs related to 
the use of the installation as the installation 
commander considers to be appropriate and 
competitive. 

"(d) RETENTION OF FUNDS COLLECTED FROM 
COMMERCIAL USERS.-Amounts collected under 
subsection (c) from a commercial entity conduct
ing test and evaluation activities at a Major 
Range and Test Facility Installation shall be 
credited to the appropriation accounts under 
which the costs associated with the test and 
evaluation activities of the commercial entity 
were incurred. 

"(e) REGULATIONS AND LIMITATIONS.-The 
Secretary of the Air Force, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Defense, shall prescribe regula
tions to carry out this section. The authority of 
installation commanders under subsections (b) 
and (c) shall be subject to the authority, direc
tion, and control of the Secretary of the Air 
Force. 

"(f) DEFINITIONS.-ln this section: 
"(]) The term 'Major Range and Test Facility 

Installation' means a test and evaluation instal
lation under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of 
the Air Force and designated as such by the 
Secretary. 

"(2) The term 'direct costs' includes the cost 
of-

"( A) labor, material , facilities, utilities, equip
ment, supplies, and any other resources dam
aged or consumed during the test or evaluation 
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activities or maintained for a particular com
mercial entity; and 

"(B) construction specifically performed for 
the commercial entity to conduct test and eval
uation activities. 

"(3) The term 'installation commander' means 
the commander of a Major Range and Test Fa
cility Installation. 

"(g) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.-The au
thority provided to the Secretary of the Air 
Force by subsection (a) shall terminate on Sep
tember 30, 1998. 

"(h) REPORT.-Not later than January 1, 1999, 
the Secretary of the Air Force shall submit a re
port to the Secretary of Defense and Congress 
describing the number and purposes of contracts 
entered into under subsection (a) and evaluat
ing the success of this section in opening Major 
Range and Test Facility Installations to com
mercial test and evaluation activities.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend
ed by inserting after the item related to section 
9781 the fallowing new item: 
"9782. Use of test and evaluation installations 

by commercial entities.". 
TITLE IX-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT 
Subtitle A-Office of the Secretary of Defense 

SEC. 901. ENHANCED POSITION FOR COMPTROL
LER OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 4 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended-

(]) by redesignating sections 135, 136, 138, 139, 
140, and 141 as sections 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 
and 142, respectively; and 

(2) by transferring section 137 (relating to the 
Comptroller) so as to appear after section 134a, 
redesignating that section as section 135, and 
amending that section by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

"(d) The Comptroller takes precedence in the 
Department of Defense after the Under Sec
retary of Defense for Policy.". 

(b) EXECUTIVE SCHEDULE Ill PAY LEVEL.
Section 5314 of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting after the item relating to 
the Under Secretary of Defense for Policy the 
following: 

" Comptroller of the Department of Defense.". 
(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Subsection (d) 

of section 138 of title 10, United States Code, as 
redesignated by subsection (a), is amended by 
inserting "and Comptroller" after "Under Sec
retaries of Defense". 
SEC. 902. NEW POSITION OF UNDER SECRETARY 

OF DEFENSE FOR PERSONNEL AND 
READINESS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 4 of title 10, United 
States Code , is amended by inserting after sec
tion 135, as transferred and redesignated by sec
tion 901(a) , the following new section: 
"§ 136. Under Secretary of Defense for Person· 

nel and Readiness 
" (a) There is an Under Secretary of Defense 

for Personnel and Readiness, appointed from ci
vilian life by the President, by and with the 
consent of the Senate. 

"(b) Subject to the authority, direction, and 
control of the Secretary of Defense, the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Readi
ness shall perform such duties and exercise such 
powers as the Secretary of Defense may pre
scribe in the areas of military readiness, total 
force management, military and civilian person
nel requirements, military and civilian personnel 
training, military and civilian family matters, 
personnel requirements for weapons support, 
National Guard and reserve components, and 
health affairs. 

" (c) The Under Secretary of Defense for Per
sonnel and Readiness takes precedence in the 
Department of Defense after the Comptroller.". 

(b) EXECUTIVE SCHEDULE Ill PAY LEVEL.
Section 5314 of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting after the item relating to 
the Comptroller of the Department of Defense, 
as added by section 901(b), the following : 

"Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel 
and Readiness.". 

(c) OFFSETTING REDUCTION IN NUMBER OF AS
SISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE POSITIONS.-(]) 
Subsection (a) of section 138 of title 10, United 
States Code, as redesignated by section 901(a), is 
amended by striking out "eleven" and inserting 
in lieu thereof " ten". 

(2) Section 5315 of title 5, United States Code, 
is amended by striking out "Assistant Secretar
ies of Defense (11)" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"Assistant Secretaries of Defense (10)". 
SEC. 903. REDESIGNATION OF POSITIONS OF 

UNDER SECRETARY AND DEPUIT 
UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
FOR ACQUISITION. 

(a) REDESIGNATIONS.-The office of Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition in the De
partment of Defense is hereby redesignated as 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and 
Technology. The office of Deputy Under Sec
retary of Defense for Acquisition in the Depart
ment of Defense is hereby redesignated as Dep
uty Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition 
and Technology. 

(b) USD CHARTER AMENDMENTS.-(]) Section 
133 of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by striking out "Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition" in subsections (a), (b), and (e)(l) 
and inserting in lieu thereof "Under Secretary 
of Defense for Acquisition and Technology". 

(2) The heading for such section is amended to 
read as fallows: 
"§ 133. Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisi

tion and Technology". 
(C) DUSD CHARTER AMENDMENTS.-(]) Section 

133a of such title is amended by striking out 
"Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui
sition" in subsections (a) and (b) and inserting 
in lieu thereof "Deputy Under Secretary of De
fense for Acquisition and Technology". 

(2) The heading for such section is amended to 
read as fallows: 
"§133a. Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for 

Acquisition and Technology". 
(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 10, 

UNITED STATES CODE.-(1) The following sec
tions of title 10, United States Code, are amend
ed by striking out "Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition" each place such term appears 
(including section headings) and inserting in 
lieu thereof "Under Secretary of Defense for Ac
quisition and Technology": sections 134(c), 
137(b) (as redesignated by section 901(a)), 139 (as 
redesignated by section 901(a)), 171(a)(3), 179(a), 
1702, 1703, 1707(a), 1722, 1735(c), 1737(c), 1741(b), 
1746(a), 1761(b), 1762(a) , 1763, 2304(f), 2308(b), 
2325(b), 2329, 2350a, 2369, 2399(b), 2435(b), 
2438(c), 2523(a), and 2534(b). 

(2) The item relating to section 1702 in the 
table of sections at the beginning of subchapter 
I of chapter 87 of such title is amended to read 
as follows : 
"1702. Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisi

tion and Technology : authorities 
and responsibilities.". 

(3) Section 171(a)(8) of such title is amended 
by striking out "Deputy Under Secretary of De
fense for Acquisition" and inserting in lieu 
thereof " Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition and Technology". 

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 5, 
UNITED STATES CODE.-(1) Section 5313 Of title 
5, United States Code, is amended by striking 
out "Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisi
tion" and inserting in lieu thereof " Under Sec
retary of Defense for Acquisition and Tech
nology". 

(2) Section 5314 of such title is amended by 
striking out "Deputy Under Secretary of De
fense for Acquisition" and inserting in lieu 
thereof " Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition and Technology". 

(f) REFERENCES IN OTHER LAWS.-Any ref
erence to the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac
quisition or the Deputy Under Secretary of De
fense for Acquisition in any provision of law 
other than title 10, United States Code, or in 
any rule, regulation , or other paper of the Unit
ed States shall be treated as ref erring to the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and 
Technology or the Deputy Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition and Technology, respec
tively. 
SEC. 904. FURTHER CONFORMING AMENDMENTS 

TO CHAPTER 4 OF TITLE 10, UNITED 
STATES CODE. 

(a) COMPOSITION OF OSD.-Subsection (b) of 
section 131 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended to read as fallows: 

"(b) The Office of the Secretary of Defense is 
composed of the following: 

"(l) The Deputy Secretary of Defense. 
"(2) The Under Secretary of Defense for Ac

quisition and Technology. 
"(3) The Under Secretary of Defense for Pol

icy. 
''( 4) The Comptroller. 
"(5) The Under Secretary of Defense for Per

sonnel and Readiness. 
"(6) The Director of Defense Research and 

Engineering. 
''(7) The Assistant Secretaries of Defense. 
"(8) The Director of Operational Test and 

Evaluation. 
"(9) The General Counsel of the Department 

of Defense. 
"(10) The Inspector General of the Depart

ment of Defense. 
"(11) Such other offices and officials as may 

be established by law or the Secretary of De
fense may establish or designate in the Office.". 

(b) TABLE OF SECTIONS.-The table of sections 
at the beginning of chapter 4 of such title is 
amended to read as fallows : 
"Sec. 
"131. Office of the Secretary of Defense. 
"132. Deputy Secretary of Defense. 
"133. Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition 

and Technology. 
"133a. Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for 

Acquisition and Technology. 
"134. Under Secretary of Defense for Policy. 
"134a. Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for 

Policy. 
"135. Comptroller. 
" 136. Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel 

and Readiness. 
"137. Director of Defense Research and Engi

neering. 
"138. Assistant Secretaries of Defense. 
"139. Director of Operational Test and Evalua-

tion. 
"140. General Counsel. 
"141. Inspector General. 
" 142. Assistant to the Secretary of Defense for 

Atomic Energy.". 
SEC. 905. DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONAL TEST AND 

EVALUATION. 
Subsection (c) of section 139 of title 10, United 

States Code, as redesignated by section 
901(a)(l), is amended-

(1) by striking out the first sentence; 
(2) by striking out "Director of Defense Re

search and Engineering" and inserting in lieu 
thereof " Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui
sition and Technology"; and 

(3) by striking out " research and develop
ment" and inserting in lieu thereof "acquisi
tion". 

Subtitle B-Reserve Commands 
SEC. 921. ARMY RESERVE COMMAND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AS A PERMANENT SEPA
RATE ARMY COMMAND.-(]) Chapter 307 of title 
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10, United States Code, as amended by section 
519(a), is further amended by inserting after sec
tion 3081 the fallowing new section: 
"§3082. Army Reserve command 

"(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMAND.-There is 
in the Army an Army Reserve command, which 
shall be a separate command of the Army. The 
Secretary of the Army shall maintain that com
mand with the advice and assistance of the 
Chief of Staff of the Army. 

"(b) COMMANDER.-The Chief of Army Re
serve is the commander of the Army Reserve 
command. The commander of the Army Reserve 
command reports directly to the Chief of Staff of 
the Army. 

"(c) ASSIGNMENT OF FORCES.-The Secretary 
of the Army shall assign to the Army Reserve 
command all forces of the Army Reserve. 

"(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF RESPONSIBILITY.-(1) 
The Chief of Staff of the Army shall establish 
standards, evaluate units, validate units, and 
provide training assistance for the Army Reserve 
in the areas of unit training, readiness, and mo
bilization. 

"(2) The Chief of Staff shall establish training 
doctrine, with associated tasks, conditions, and 
standards, for individual and unit training and 
shall establish standards, control of certifi
cation, and validation for all courses, instruc
tors, and students for the Army Reserve. 

"(3) The commander of the Army Reserve com
mand shall be responsible for meeting the stand
ards. and for successfully complying with the 
evaluation, certification, and validation require
ments, established by the Chief of Staff of the 
Army pursuant to paragraphs (1) and (2). ". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter, as amended by section 519(b), is 
further amended by inserting after the item re
lating to section 3081 the fallowing new item: 
"3082. Army Reserve command.". 

(b) CONFORMING REPEAL.-Section 903 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1991 (Public Law 101-510; 104 Stat. 1620) 
(10 U.S.C. 3074 note) is repealed. 

(C) TRANSITION PROVISION.-Not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of the Army, in consultation with 
the Chief of Staff of the Army, shall submit to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives a report on the 
plans of the Secretary of the Army for imple
mentation of section 3082 of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by subsection (a). Such 
implementation shall begin not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and shall be completed not later than one year 
after such date. 
SEC. 922. NAVAL RESERVE COMMAND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AS PERMANENT SEPARATE 
NAVAL COMMAND.-Chapter 519 of title JO, Unit
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new section: 
"§5253. Naval Reserve command 

"(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMAND.-There is 
in the Navy a Naval Reserve command, which 
shall be a separate command of the Navy. The 
Secretary of the Navy shall maintain that com
mand with the advice and assistance of the 
Chief of Naval Operations. 

"(b) COMMANDER.-The Chief of Naval Re
serve is the commander of the Naval Reserve 
command. The commander of the Naval Reserve 
command reports directly to the Chief of Naval 
Operations. 

"(c) ASSIGNMENT OF FORCES.-The Secretary 
of the Navy shall assign to the Naval Reserve 
command all forces of the Naval Reserve other 
than those Naval Reserve forces specifically as
signed by the Secretary to the active component 
of the Navy. 

"(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF RESPONSIBILITY.-(]) 
The Chief of Naval Operations shall establish 

standards, evaluate units, validate units, and 
provide training assistance for the Naval Re
serve in the areas of unit training, readiness, 
and mobilization. 

"(2) The Chief of Naval Operations shall es
tablish training doctrine, with associated tasks. 
conditions, and standards, for individual and 
unit training and shall establish standards, con
trol of certification, and validation for all 
courses, instructors, and students for the Naval 
Reserve. 

"(3) The commander of the Naval Reserve 
command shall be responsible for meeting the 
standards, and for successfully complying with 
the evaluation, certification, and validation re
quirements, established by the Chief of Naval 
Operations pursuant to paragraphs (1) and 
(2). ". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new item: 
"5253. Naval Reserve command.". 
SEC. 923. MARINE CORPS RESERVE COMMAND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AS PERMANENT SEPARATE 
MARINE CORPS COMMAND.-Chapter 519 of title 
10, United States Code (as amended by section 
922(a)), is further amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new section: 
"§5254. Marine Corps Reserve command 

"(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMAND.-There is 
in the Marine Corps a Marine Corps Reserve 
command, which shall be a separate command 
of the Marine Corps. The Secretary of the Navy 
shall maintain that command with the advice 
and assistance of the Commandant of the Ma
rine Corps. 

"(b) COMMANDER.-The commander of the 
Marine Corps Reserve command reports directly 
to the Commandant of the Marine Corps. 

"(c) ASSIGNMENT OF FORCES.-The Secretary 
of the Navy shall assign to the Marine Corps 
Reserve command all forces of the Marine Corps 
Reserve. 

''(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF RESPONSIBILITY.-(]) 
The Commandant shall establish standards, 
evaluate units, validate units, and provide 
training assistance for the Marine Corps Re
serve in the areas of unit training, readiness, 
and mobilization. 

''(2) The Commandant shall establish training 
doctrine, with associated tasks, conditions, and 
standards, for individual and unit training and 
shall establish standards, control of certifi
cation, and validation for all courses, instruc
tors, and students for the Marine Corps Reserve. 

"(3) The commander of the Marine Corps Re
serve command shall be responsible for meeting 
the standards, and for successfully complying 
with the evaluation, certification, and valida
tion requirements, established by the Com
mandant to paragraphs (1) and (2). ". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter (as amended by section 925(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new item: 
"5254. United States Marine Corps Reserve com

mand.". 
SEC. 924. AIR FORCE RESERVE COMMAND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AS PERMANENT SEPARATE 
AIR FORCE COMMAND.-(1) Chapter 807 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the fallowing new section: 
"§8082. Air Force Reserve command 

"(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMAND.-There is 
in the Air Force an Air Force Reserve command, 
which shall be a separate command of the Air 
Force. The Secretary of the Air Force shall 
maintain that command with the advice and as
sistance of the Chief of Staff of the Air Force. 

"(b) COMMANDER.-The Chief Of Air Force Re
serve is the commander of the Air Force Reserve 
command. The commander of the Air Force Re-

serve command reports directly to the Chief of 
Staff of the Air Force. 

"(c) ASSIGNMENT OF FORCES.-The Secretary 
of the Air Force shall assign to the Air Force 
Reserve command all forces of the Air Force Re
serve. 

"(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF RESPONSIBILITY.-(1) 
The Chief of Staff of the Air Force shall estab
lish standards, evaluate units, validate units, 
and provide training assistance for the Air 
Force Reserve in the areas of unit training, 
readiness, and mobilization. 

"(2) The Chief of Staff shall establish training 
doctrine, with associated tasks, conditions, and 
standards, for individual and unit training and 
shall establish standards, control of certifi
cation, and validation for all courses, instruc
tors, and students for the Air Force Reserve. 

"(3) The commander of the Air Force Reserve 
command shall be responsible for meeting the 
standards, and for successfully complying with 
the evaluation, certification, and validation re
quirements, established by the Chief of Staff of 
the Air Force pursuant to paragraphs (1) and 
(2). ". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new item: 

"8082. Air Force Reserve command.". 

Subtitle C-Professional Military Education 

SEC. 931. AUTHORITY FOR AWARD BY NATIONAL 
DEFENSE UNIVERSITY OF CERTAIN 
MASTER OF SCIENCE DEGREES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 108 Of title JO, Unit
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new section: 

"§2163. National Defense University: masters 
of science in national security strategy and 
in national resource strategy 

"(a) NATIONAL WAR COLLEGE DEGREE.-The 
President of the National Defense University, 
upon the recommendation of the faculty and 
commandant of the National War College, may 
confer the degree of master of science of na
tional security strategy upon graduates of the 
National War College who fulfill the require
ments for the degree. 

"(b) ICAP DEGREE.-The President of the Na
tional Defense University, upon the rec
ommendation of the faculty and commandant of 
the Industrial College of the Armed Forces, may 
confer the degree of master of science of na
tional resource strategy upon graduates of the 
Industrial College of the Armed Forces who ful
fill the requirements for the degree. 

"(c) REGULATIONS.-The authority provided 
by subsections (a) and (b) shall be exercised 
under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
Defense.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new item: 

"2163. National Defense University: masters of 
science in national security strat
egy and in national resource 
strategy.". 

SEC. 932. REDESIGNATION OF ARMED FORCES 
STAFF COLLEGE. 

The Armed Forces Staff College at Norfolk, 
Virginia, shall after the date of the enactment 
of this Act be known and designated as the 
"Joint Armed Forces Staff College". 
SEC. 933. LOCATION FOR NEW JOINT 

WARFIGHTING CENTER. 

The Secretary of Defense shall provide for the 
Joint Warfighting Center (established by the 
Secretary on July 1, 1993, to assist the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and other senior 
military officers in the preparation for joint 
warfare) to be located at the Joint Armed Forces 
Staff College in Norfolk, Virginia. 
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SEC. 934. AUTHORITY TO EMPLOY CIVIUAN FAC· 

ULTY MEMBERS AT GEORGE C. MAR· 
SHALL EUROPEAN CENTER FOR SE· 
CURITY STUDIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Section J595 of title JO, 
United States Code, is amended to read as f al
lows: 
"§ 1595. Civilian faculty members at certain 

Department of Defense schools: employment 
and compensation 
"(a) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY.-The Sec

retary of Defense may employ as many civilians 
as professors, instructors, and lecturers at the 
institutions specified in subsection (c) as the 
Secretary considers necessary. 

"(b) COMPENSATION OF FACULTY MEMBERS.
The compensation of persons employed under 
this section shall be as prescribed by the Sec
retary. 

"(c) COVERED INSTITUTIONS.-This section ap
plies with respect to the following institutions of 
the Department of Defense: 

"(1) The National Defense University. 
"(2) The Foreign Language Center of the De

fense Language Institute. 
"(3) The George C. Marshall European Center 

for Security Studies. 
"(d) APPLICATION TO FACULTY MEMBERS AT 

NDU.-In the case of the National Defense Uni
versity, this section applies with respect to per
sons selected by the Secretary for employment as 
professors, instructors, and lecturers at the Na
tional Defense University after February 27, 
J990. 

"(e) COMPOSITION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE UNI
VERSITY.-For purposes of this section , the Na
tional Defense University includes the National 
War College, the Armed Forces Staff College, the 
Institute for National Strategic Study, and the 
Industrial College of the Armed Forces.". 

(2) The item relating to such section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 8J 
of such title is amended to read as follows: 
"J595. Civilian faculty members at certain De

partment of Defense schools: em
ployment and compensation.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by subsection (a) take effect on October J, J993. 

Subtitle D--Other Matters 
SEC. 941. ASSIGNMENT OF RESERVE FORCES. 

(a) UNIFIED COMMANDS.-Section J62(a) of 
title JO, United States Code, is amended by in
serting " (other than forces of the reserve compo
nents)" after "all forces under their jurisdic
tion". 

(b) SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND.-Section 
167(b) of such title is amended by striking out 
"and reserve". 
SEC. 942. MORATORIUM ON MERGER OF SPACE 

COMMAND AND STRATEGIC COM· 
MAND. 

(a) MORATORIUM.-During the period begin
ning on the date of the enactment of this Act 
and ending on December J, J994-

(1) the United States Space Command may not 
be merged with the United States Strategic Com
mand; and 

(2) no element or component of the United 
States Space Command (as constituted on the 
date of the enactment of this Act) may be trans
! erred to the United States Strategic Command. 

(b) GAO REPORT.-Not later than March J, 
J994, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall submit to Congress a report on the 
costs and benefits of merging ·the United States 
Space Command with the United States Strate
gic Command. The matters to be addressed by 
the Comptroller General in the report shall in
clude (1) cost savings and other efficiencies 
which could be achieved through such a merger, 
as well as any disadvantages of such a merger, 
(2) the record of any problems associated with 
the performance of the functions of the Space 

Command and of the Strategic Command when 
those functions have been vested in the same or
ganization in the past, and (3) the degree to 
which any such proposed merger decreases the 
organizational visibility and priority of space
related issues within the Department of Defense. 
SEC. 943. SECURITY CLEARANCES FOR CIVIUAN 

EMPLOYEES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Chapter 8J of title JO, 

United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section J58J the following new section: 
"§ 1582. Security clearances: procedural safe· 

guards for denial or revocation 
"Under regulations to be prescribed by the 

Secretary of Defense, civilian employees of the 
Department of Defense shall be entitled to the 
same procedural safeguards with respect to the 
denial or revocation of security clearances as 
are afforded to employees of defense contractors 
under Executive Order 10865 (50 U.S.C. 40J 
note), entitled 'Safeguarding Classified Informa
tion Within Industry', as in effect on July J, 
J993.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section J58J the following new 
item: 
"1582. Security clearances: procedural safe

guards for denial or revocation.". 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Section J582 Of title 10, 

United States Code, as added by subsection (a), 
shall apply with respect to the denial or revoca
tion of a security clearance after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(c) DEADLINE.-The regulations required by 
section J582 of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a), shall be prescribed not 
later than J80 days after the date of the enact
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 944. PROGRAM FOR VIDEOTAPING OF INVES

TIGATIVE INTERVIEWS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of Defense 

shall carry out a program for the videotaping of 
subject and witness interviews by military crimi
nal investigative organizations, as determined 
appropriate by the Secretary. 

(b) STARTUP COSTS.-The Secretary shall di
rect that, of amounts available to the Depart
ment of Defense for fiscal year J994 for oper
ations and maintenance, $2,500,000 shall be allo
cated for the purchase of video equipment for 
use in the program under subsection (a) and for 
necessary modifications to interrogation facili
ties to accommodate that equipment. 

(b) MILITARY CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIVE 0RGA
NIZATIONS.-For purposes of subsection (a), the 
military criminal investigative organizations are 
the following : 

(1) The Defense Criminal Investigative Serv
ice. 

(2) The Criminal Investigative Division of the 
Department of the Army. 

(3) The Naval Criminal Investigative Service 
of the Department of the Navy. 

(4) The Office of Special Investigations of the 
Department of the Air Force. 
SEC. 945. FLEXIBIUTY IN ADMINISTERING RE

QlHREMENT FOR ANNUAL FOUR 
PERCENT REDUCTION IN NUMBER 
OF PERSONNEL ASSIGNED TO HEAD
QUARTERS AND HEADQUARTERS 
SUPPORT ACTIVITIES. 

Section 906(a) of the National Defense Au
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 199J (Public Law 
JOJ-510; J04 Stat. J622) is amended by adding at 
the end the following : "If the number by which 
the number of such personnel is reduced during 
any of fiscal years 1991, J992, 1993, or 1994 is 
greater than the number required under the pre
ceding sentence, the excess number from that 
fiscal year may be applied by the Secretary to
ward the required reduction during a subse
quent fiscal year (so that the total reduction 
under this section need not exceed the number 

equal to five times the required reduction num
ber specified under the preceding sentence).". 
SEC. 946. ENHANCED FLEXIBIUTY RELATING TO 

REQUIREMENTS FOR SERVICE IN A 
JOINT DUTY ASSIGNMENT. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR JOINT DUTY 
EQUIVALENCY WAIVER.-Section 619(e)(2) of title 
JO, United States Code, is amended-

(1) by striking out "paragraph (1)-" and in
serting in lieu thereof "paragraph (1) in the fol
lowing circumstances:"; 

(2) by capitalizing the first letter of the first 
word in each of subparagraphs (A) through (D); 

(3) by striking out the semicolon at the end of 
subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) and inserting 
in lieu thereof a period; 

(4) by striking out "; and" at the end of sub
paragraph (D) and inserting in lieu thereof a 
period; and 

(5) by striking out subparagraph (E) and in
serting in lieu thereof the following: 

"(E) Until January J, J998, in the case of an 
officer who served in an assignment (other than 
a joint duty assignment) that began before Octo
ber 1, J986, and that involved significant experi
ence in joint matters (as determined by the Sec
retary) if the officer served in that assignment 
for a period of sufficient duration (which may 
not be less than J2 months) for the officer's serv
ice to have been considered a full tour of duty 
under the policies and regulations in effect on 
September 30, 1986. ". 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR JOINT DUTY ASSIGN
MENT FOR GENERAL AND FLAG OFFICERS RECEIV
ING JOINT DUTY EQUIVALENCY WAIVER.-Section 
6J9 of such title is further amended by adding at 
the end the fallowing new subsection: 

"(f)(l) An officer who receives a waiver under 
paragraph (2)(E) of subsection (e) by reason of 
service described in that paragraph that began 
before October J, J986, may not (except as pro
vided in paragraph (2)) be appointed to the 
grade of major general or rear admiral until the 
officer completes a full tour of duty in a joint 
duty assignment. 

"(2) The Secretary of Defense may on a case
by-case basis delay the requirement under para
graph (1) for completion of a full tour of duty in 
a joint duty assignment in the case of an officer 
selected for promotion to the grade of major gen
eral or rear admiral so that such a tour of duty 
is completed while the officer is serving in that 
grade. Any such delay may be granted only in 
a case in which the Secretary determines, and 
certifies to Congress, that it is necessary that 
the requirement for service by general and j7.ag 
officers in a joint duty assignment be deferred in 
the case of that particular officer because of a 
lack of available billets for officers in the grade 
of brigadier general or rear admiral (lower half) 
that are joint duty assignment positions. 

" (3) The delegation limitations in paragraph 
(3)(C) of subsection (e) shall apply to the au
thority provided in paragraph (2). " . 

(C) REPORT ON PLANS FOR COMPLIANCE WITH 
SECTION 619(e).-(1) Not later than January J, 
J994, the Secretary of Defense shall certify to 
Congress that the Army, Navy, Air Force, and 
Marine Corps have each developed and imple
mented a plan for their officer personnel assign
ment and promotion policies so as to ensure 
compliance with the requirements of section 
6J9(e) of title JO, United States Code, as amend
ed by subsection (a). Each such plan should 
particularly ensure that by January 1, J998, the 
service covered by the plan shall have enough 
officers who have completed a full tour of duty 
in a joint duty assignment so as to permit the 
orderly promotion of officers to brigadier gen
eral or , in the case of the Navy, rear admiral 
(lower half). 

(2) The Secretary of Defense shall include as 
part of the information submitted to Congress 
pursuant to section 667 of title JO, United States 
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Code, for each of the next five years after the 
date of the enactment of this Act the following: 

(A) The degree of progress made toward meet
ing the requirements of section 619(e) of title JO, 
United States Code. 

(BJ The compliance achieved with each of the 
plans developed pursuant to paragraph (1). 

(d) REVISION OF SERVING-IN WAIVER.-Section 
619(e)(2) of title JO, United States Code, as 
amended by subsection (a), is further amended 
by adding at the end the following : 

"(F) In the case of an officer selected by a 
promotion board for appointment to the grade of 
brigadier general or rear admiral (lower half) 
while serving in a joint duty assignment, of 
which no less than six months have been com
pleted on the date on which the officer is se
lected by that selection board, and who subse
quently completes no less than two years in that 
joint duty assignment.". 

(e) DESERT STORM JOINT DUTY CREDIT.-(1) 
Section 933(a)(I) of the National Defense Au
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2476; JO U.S.C. 644 note) is 
amended by striking out "chapter 38 of" and in
serting in lieu thereof "any provision of". 

(2) Any joint duty service credit given to an 
officer under section 933(a)(I) of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
before the date of the enactment of this Act may 
be applied to any provision of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(f) CORRECTION OF SPELLING MISTAKE.-Sec
tion 1305(b)(l)(B) of Public Law 100-180 (10 
U.S.C. 619 note) is amended by striking out "nu
clear populsion" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"nuclear propulsion". 
SEC. 947. FLEXIBILITY FOR REQUIRED POST-EDU· 

CATION JOINT DUTY ASSIGNMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-Subsection (d) of section 663 

of title JO, United States Code , is amended to 
read as follows: 

"(d) POST-EDUCATION JOINT DUTY ASSIGN
MENTS.-(]) The Secretary of Defense shall en
sure that each officer with the joint specialty 
who graduates from a joint professional military 
education school shall be assigned to a joint 
duty assignment for that officer's next duty as
signment after such graduation (unless the offi
cer receives a waiver of that requirement by the 
Secretary in an individual case). 

"(2)( A) The Secretary of Defense shall ensure 
that a high proportion (which shall be greater 
than 50 percent) of the officers graduating from 
a joint professional military education school 
who do not have the joint specialty shall receive 
assignments to a joint duty assignment as their 
next duty assignment after such graduation or, 
to the extent authorized in subparagraph (B), as 
their second duty assignment after such gradua
tion. 

" (B) The Secretary may, if the Secretary de
termines that it is necessary to do so for the effi
cient management of officer :nersonnel, establish 
procedures to allow up to one-half of the offi
cers subject to the duty assignment requirement 
in subparagraph (A) to be assigned to a joint 
duty assignment as their second (rather than 
first) assignment after such graduation from a 
joint professional military education school.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to of
ficers graduating from joint professional mili
tary education schools after the date of the en
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 948. REPORT ON OPTIONS FOR ORGANIZA

TIONAL STRUCTURE FOR IMAGERY 
COLLECTION FUNCTIONS. 

(a) REPORT.-Not later than 90 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act , the Secretary 
of Defense shall submit to the committees speci
fied in subsection (e) a report containing an as
sessment of options for the organization of intel
ligence elements of the Government for the man-
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agement of central imagery functions . The re
port shall be prepared in consultation with the 
Director of Central Intelligence. 

(b) OPTIONS To BE CONSIDERED.-Options 
considered for the purposes of the assessment 
under subsection (a) shall include the following : 

(I) Carrying out the management of central 
imagery functions through the Central Imagery 
Office of the Department of Defense as con
stituted on the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

(2) Consolidation within the Defense Intel
ligence Agency of the central imagery functions 
carried out as of the date of the enactment of 
this Act through the Central Imagery Office of 
the Department of Defense (as constituted on 
the date of the enactment of this Act). 

(3) Any other option identified by the Sec
retary of Defense and the Director of Central 
Intelligence. 

(c) BASIS FOR EVALUATION OF OPTIONS.-Each 
option identified under subsection (b) shall be 
evaluated on the basis of-

(1) organizational efficiency; 
(2) cost savings that could be realized through 

consolidation and through sharing of overhead 
resources; and 

(3) any other criteria determined by the Sec
retary of Defense and the Director of Central 
Intelligence. 

(d) RESTRICT/ON PENDING SUBMISSION OF RE
PORT.-Unless otherwise directed by law , nei
ther the Secretary of Defense nor the Director of 
Central Intelligence may take any action to 
carry out the elimination, consolidation, or re
structuring of the Central Imagery Office of the 
Department of Defense (as constituted on the 
date of the enactment of this Act) before the re
port under subsection (a) is submitted. 

(e) COMMITTEES To WHICH REPORT Is To BE 
SUBMITTED.-The report required by subsection 
(a) shall be submitted to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep
resentatives and to the Select Committee on In
telligence of the Senate and the Permanent Se
lect Committee on Intelligence of the House of 
Representatives. 

(f) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this section, 
the term " imagery collection functions" means 
the intelligence functions of tasking imagery 
collection, production of imagery analysis, and 
dissemination of imagery analysis. 
SEC. 949. REPORT ON DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

BOTTOM UP REVIEW. 
(a) REPORT REQUIRED.-The Secretary Of De

fense shall submit, in classified and unclassified 
forms , to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives a re
port on the comprehensive review of Department 
of Defense activities ordered by the Secretary of 
Defense and identified as the "Bottom Up Re
view" (hereinafter in this section referred to as 
the " Review " ). The report shall include the fol
lowing information: 

(1) A statement of the goals and objectives of 
the Review. 

(2) The principal findings and recommenda
tions of the Review. 

(3) A presentation of the process, structure, 
and scope of the Review, including all programs 
and policies examined by the Review. 

( 4) The various force structure, strategy, 
budgetary and programmatic options considered 
as part of the Review. 

(5) A description of any threat assessment or 
defense planning scenario used in conducting 
the Review. 

(6) The criteria used in the development, re
view , and selection of the alternative strategy, 
force structure, programmatic, budgetary , and 
other options considered in the Review. 

(7) Presentation of changes as a result of the 
Review in each of the following : 

(A) The National Security Strategy of the 
United States , as described in the January 1993, 

report entitled "National Security Strategy of 
the United States", issued by former President 
Bush. 

(B) The National Military Strategy of the 
United States, including changes in the four key 
elements of the new National Military Strategy 
announced by former President Bush on August 
2, 1990, and described in the January 1993 report 
entitled, "Annual Report to the President and 
the Congress" from former Secretary of Defense 
Dick Cheney, namely, strategic deterrence and 
defense, forward presence, crisis response, and 
reconstitution. 

(C) Alliance structures or overseas force pres
ence and commitments and any changes in the 
level of support by the United States Armed 
Forces for peacekeeping and peacemaking mis
sions, humanitarian activities, domestic civil 
functions, drug interdiction, support to inter
national organizations such as the United Na
tions, and other areas such as conversion and 
reinvestment. 

(D) The military force structure, as described 
in the January 1993 report entitled "Annual Re
port to the President and the Congress" from 
former Secretary of Defense Dick Cheney. 

(E) The roles and functions of the military de
partments and the roles and functions of the 
unified commands as set out in the Unified Com
mand Plan. 

( F) Cost, schedule, and inventory objectives 
for major defense acquisition programs (as de
fined in section 2430 of title JO , United States 
Code) altered as a result of the Review. 

(G) The defense industrial base of the United 
States, including the effect on key defense in
dustrial sectors such as the nuclear propulsion 
industrial base, the armored vehicle industrial 
base, tactical aviation, and shipyards for both 
conventional-powered and nuclear-powered ves
sels. 

(b) DEADLINE.-The report required by sub
section (a) shall be submitted not later than the 
earlier of (I) the date on which the President's 
budget for fiscal year 1995 budget is submitted to 
Congress pursuant to section 1105 of title 31 , 
United States Code, and (2) the end of the 90-
day period beginning on the date of the enact
ment of this Act. 

TITLE X-GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A-Financial Matters 

SEC. 1001. TRANSFER AUTHORITY. 
(a) AUTHORITY To TRANSFER AUTHORIZA

TIONS.-(1) Upon determination by the Secretary 
of Defense that such action is necessary in the 
national interest , the Secretary may transfer 
amounts of authorizations made available to the 
Department of Defense in this division for fiscal 
year 1994 between any such authorizations for 
that fiscal year (or any subdivisions thereof) . 
Amounts of authorizations so transferred shall 
be merged with and be available for the same 
purposes as the authorization to which trans
ferred. 

(2) The total amount of authorizations that 
the Secretary of Defense may trans[ er under the 
authority of this section may not exceed 
$2,000,000,000. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.-The authority provided by 
this section to trans[ er authorizations-

(]) may only be used to provide authority for 
items that have a higher priority than the items 
from which authority is transferred; and 

(2) may not be used to provide authority for 
an item that has been denied authorization by 
Congress. 

(C) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION AMOUNTS.-A 
transfer made from one account to another 
under the authority of this section shall be 
deemed to increase the amount authorized for 
the account to which the amount is transferred 
by an amount equal to the amount trans[ erred. 

(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.-The Secretary of 
Defense shall promptly notify Congress of trans
fers made under the authority of this section. 
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SEC. 1002. CLARIFICATION OF SCOPE OF AUTHOR· 

IZATIONS. 

No funds are authorized to be appropriated 
under this Act for the Federal Bureau of Inves
tigation. 
SEC. 1003. INCORPORATION OF CLASSIFIED 

ANNEX. 

(a) STATUS OF CLASSIFIED ANNEX.-The Clas
sified Annex prepared by the Committee on 
Armed Services to accompany the bill H.R. 2401 
of the One Hundred Third Congress and trans
mitted to the President is hereby incorporated 
into this Act. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION WITH OTHER PROVISIONS OF 
ACT.-The amounts specified in the Classified 
Annex are not in addition to amounts author
ized to be appropriated by other provisions of 
this Act. 

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.-Funds ap
propriated pursuant to an authorization con
tained in this Act that are made available for a 
program, project, or activity referred to in the 
Classified Annex may only be expended for such 
program, project, or activity in accordance with 
such terms, conditions, limitations, restrictions, 
and requirements as are set out for that pro
gram, project, or activity in the Classified 
Annex. 

(d) DISTRIBUTION OF CLASSIFIED ANNEX.-The 
President shall provide for appropriate distribu
tion of the Classified Annex, or of appropriate 
portions of the annex, within the executive 
branch of the Government. 
SEC. 1004. DEFENSE COOPERATION ACCOUNT. 

(a) REVISION IN AUDIT REQUIREMENT.-Sub
section (i) of section 2608 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended to read as fallows: 

"(i) PERIODIC AUDITS BY GAO.-The Comp
troller General of the United States shall make 
periodic audits of money and property accepted 
under this section, at such intervals as the 
Comptroller General determines to be warranted. 
The Comptroller General shall submit to Con
gress a report on the results of each such 
audit.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.-(]) The heading 
of such section is amended to read as fallows: 

"§2608. Acceptance of contributions for ck· 
fense programs, projects, and activities; De
fense Cooperation Account". 
(2) The item relating to such section in the 

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 155 
of such title is amended to read as follows: 

"2608. Acceptance of contributions for defense 
programs, projects, and activities; 
Defense Cooperation Account.". 

SEC. 1005. GLOBAL COOPERATIVES INITIATIVE. 

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for Operation and Maintenance for the Sec
retary of Defense for fiscal year 1994 the sum of 
$111,000,000 for Global Cooperative Initiatives. 
SEC. 1006. UMITATION ON TRANSFERRING DE· 

. FENSE FUNDS TO OTHER DEPART· 
MENTS AND AGENCIES. 

Section 1604 of Public Law 101-189 (103 Stat. 
1598) is amended by striking out "a report" and 
all that fallows and inserting in lieu thereof "a 
certification that making those funds available 
to such other department or agency is in the na
tional security interest of the United States.". 
SEC. 1001. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING 

DEFENSE BUDGET PROCESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that any future 
five-year defense plan-

(1) should be based on an objective assessment 
of United States national security requirements 
and be resourced at a level capable of protecting 
and promoting our Nation's interests; and 

(2) should be based on financial integrity and 
accountability to ensure a fully funded defense 
program necessary to maintain a ready and ca
pable force. 

Subtitle B-Counter-Drug Activities 
SEC. 1021. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE SUPPORT 

FOR COUNTER-DRUG ACTIVITIES OF 
OTHER AGENCIES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF SUPPORT AUTHORIZATION.
Section 1004(a) of the National Defense Author
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (10 U.S.C. 374 
note) is amended by striking out "fiscal years 
1991, 1992, 1993, and 1994," and inserting in lieu 
thereof "fiscal years 1991 through 1995, ". 

(b) FUNDING OF SUPPORT ACTIVITIES.-Of the 
amount authorized to be appropriated for fiscal 
year 1994 under section 301(14) for operation 
and maintenance with respect to drug interdic
tion and counter-drug activities, $40,000,000 
shall be available to the Secretary of Defense for 
the purposes of carrying out section 1004 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1991 (10 U.S.C. 374 note). 
SEC. 1022. REPORT ON DEFENSE COUNTER-DRUG 

PROGRAM. 
(a) REPORT REQUIRED.-The Secretary of De

fense shall submit to Congress a report evaluat
ing the consistency of-

(1) all drug interdiction and counter-drug ac
tivities undertaken or supported by the Depart
ment of Defense using funds appropriated pur
suant to the authorization of appropriations in 
section 301(14); with 

(2) the goals, objectives, and resource balance 
contained in the National Drug Control Strat
egy required to be submitted to Congress in 1994 
under section 1005 of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act 
of 1988 (21 U.S.C. 1504). 

(b) RECOMMENDATIONS.-The report required 
under subsection (a) shall include such rec
ommendations as the Secretary considers to be 
necessary to more closely conform defense drug 
interdiction and counter-drug activities to the 
National Drug Control Strategy. The rec
ommendations may include a request for the re
programming of funds appropriated or otherwise 
made available to the Department of Defense for 
drug interdiction and counter-drug activities if 
the Secretary determines that such a request is 
necessary. 

(c) LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS 
PENDING REPORT.-(1) Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), no more than 75 percent of the 
funds appropriated for fiscal year 1994 pursuant 
to the authorization of appropriations in section 
301 (14) for drug interdiction and counter-drug 
activities undertaken or supported by the De
partment of Defense may be obligated or ex
pended before the date on which the Secretary 
of Defense submits to Congress the report re
quired under subsection (a). 

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not prohibit obliga
tions or expenditures of funds for personnel ex
penses, including pay and allowances of mem
bers of the Armed Forces, incurred in connec
tion with defense drug interdiction and counter
drug activities. 

Subtitle C--Other Matters 
SEC. 1031. PROCEDURES FOR HANDUNG WAR 

BOOTY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Chapter 153 of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new section: 
"§2579. War booty: procedures for handling 

and retaining battlefield objects 
"(a) POLICY.-The United States recognizes 

that battlefield souvenirs have traditionally pro
vided military personnel with a valued memento 
of service in a national cause. At the same time, 
it is the policy and tradition of the United 
States that the desire for souvenirs in a combat 
theater not blemish the conduct of combat oper
ations or result in the mistreatment of enemy 
personnel, the dishonoring of the dead, distrac
tion from the conduct of operations, or other 
unbecoming activities·. 

"(b) PURPOSE.-The purpose of this section is 
to provide a procedure for the handling of bat-

tlefield objects that is consistent with the poli
cies expressed in subsection (a). 

"(c) GENERAL RULE.-When forces Of the 
United States are operating in a theater of oper
ations, enemy material captured or found aban
doned shall be turned over to appropriate Unit
ed States or allied military personnel. A member 
of the armed forces (or other person under the 
authority of the armed forces in a theater of op
erations) may not (except in accordance with 
this section) take from a theater of operations as 
a souvenir an object formerly in the possession 
of the enemy. 

"(d) PROCEDURES FOR OBTAINING BATTLE
FIELD SOUVENIRS.-(1) A member of the armed 
forces who wishes to retain as a souvenir an ob
ject covered by subsection (c) that was retrieved 
personally by that member may so request at the 
time the object is turned over pursuant to sub
section (c). 

"(2) The Secretary concerned shall designate 
an officer to review · requests under paragraph 
(1). If the officer determines that the object may 
be appropriately retained as a war souvenir, the 
object shall be turned over to the member who 
requested the right to retain it. 

"(3) The Secretary concerned may charge a 
processing fee to each member making a request 
under paragraph (1). The amount of any such 
fee may not exceed the amount necessary to re
coup the costs of handling anc! reviewing the 
objects for which requests are made under para
graph (1) . 

"(e) FURNISHING OF CAPTURED ITEMS.-(1) 
The Secretary concerned shall make available to 
members of the armed forces who served in a 
theater of operations items of enemy material 
other than weapons and explosives that are no 
longer required for military use, intelligence ex
ploitation, or other purpose determined by the 
Secretary. A processing fee as described in sub
section (d)(3) may be charged. 

"(2) The Secretary concerned shall make 
available for sale to members of the armed forces 
who served in a theater of operations items of 
captured weaponry as follows: 

"(A) The only weapons that may be sold are 
those in categories to be agreed upon jointly by 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

"(B) Not more than one weapon may be sold 
to any member. 

"(C) Before a weapon is turned over to a 
member following such a sale, the weapon shall 
be rendered unserviceable. 

"(D) The Secretary concerned shall assess a 
charge in connection with each such sale (in ad
dition to any processing fee) in an amount suffi
cient to cover the full cost of rendering the 
weapon unserviceable.'·. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new item: 
"2579. War booty: procedures for handling and 

retaining battlefield objects.". 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Section 2579 title 10, 

United States Code, as added by subsection (a), 
shall apply with respect to objects taken in a 
theater of operations after the date of the enact
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 1032. AWARD OF PURPLE HEART TO MEM· 

BERS KILLED OR WOUNDED IN AC· 
TION BY FRIENDLY FIRE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 57 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new section: 
"§ 1129. Purple Hearl: members killed or 

wounded in action by friendly fire 
"(a) For purposes of the award of the Purple 

Heart, the Secretary concerned shall treat a 
member of the armed forces described in sub
section (b) in the same manner as a member who 
is killed or wounded in action as the result of an 
act of an enemy of the United States. 
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"(b) A member described in this subsection is 

a member who is killed or wounded in action by 
weapon fire while directly engaged in armed 
conflict, other than as the result of an act of an 
enemy of the United States, unless (in the case 
of a wound) the wound is the result of willful 
misconduct of the member. 

"(c) This section applies to members of the 
armed forces who are killed or wounded on or 
after December 7, 1941. In the case of a member 
killed or wounded as described in subsection (b) 
on or after December 7, 1941, and before the date 
of the enactment of this section, the Secretary 
concerned shall award the Purple Heart under 
subsection (a) in each case which is known to 
the Secretary before the date of the enactment 
of this section or for which an application is 
made to the Secretary in such manner as the 
Secretary requires.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new item: 
"1129. Purple Heart: members killed or wounded 

in action by friendly fire.". 
SEC. 1033. AWARD OF GOW STAR LAPEL BUT· 

TONS TO SURVIVORS OF SERVICE 
MEMBERS KILJ..ED BY TERRORIST 
ACTS. 

(a) ELIGIBILITY.-Subsection (a) of section 
1126 of title 10, United States Code, is amend
ed-

(1) by striking out "of the United States" in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1); 

(2) by striking out "or " at the end of para
graph (1); 

(3) in paragraph (2)-
( A) by redesignating clauses (i), (ii), and (iii) 

as subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), respectively; 
and 

(B) by striking out the period at the end and 
inserting in lieu thereof"; or"; and 

( 4) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
paragraph: 

"(3) who lost or lose their lives after March 
28, 1973, as a result of-

"( A) an international terrorist attack against 
the United States or a foreign nation friendly to 
the United States, recognized as such an attack 
by the Secretary of Defense; or 

"(B) military operations while serving outside 
the United States (including the common
wealths, territories, and possessions of the Unit
ed States) as part of a peacekeeping force.". 

(b) DEFINITIONS.-Subsection (d) of such sec
tion is amended by adding at the end the fallow
ing new paragraphs: 

"(7) The term 'mi litary operations' includes 
those operations involving members of the armed 
forces assisting in United States Government 
sponsored training of military personnel of a 
foreign nation. 

"(8) The term 'peacekeeping force' includes 
those personnel assigned to a force engaged in a 
peacekeeping operation authorized by the Unit
ed }{ations Security Council.". 
SEC. 1034. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR CER

TAIN FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS TO 
RECEIVE EXCESS DEFENSE ARTI· 
CLES. 

Section 516(a)(3) of the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 232lj(a)(3)) is amended by in
serting "or fiscal year 1992" after "fiscal year 
1991". . 
SEC. 1035. CODIFICATION OF PROVISION RELAT· 

ING TO OVERSEAS WORKLOAD PRO
GRAM. 

(a) CODJFICATION.-(1) Chapter 138 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2348 the fallowing new section: 
"§2349. Overseas Workload Program 

"(a) IN GENERAL.-A firm of any member na
tion of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
or of any major non-Nata ally shall be eligible 
to bid on any contract for the maintenance, re-

pair, or overhaul of equipment of the Depart
ment of Defense located outside the United 
States to be awarded under competitive proce
dures as part of the program of the Department 
of Defense known as the Overseas Workload 
Program. 

"(b) SITE OF PERFORMANCE.-A contract 
awarded to a firm described in subsection (a) 
may be performed in the theater in which the 
equipment is normally located or in the country 
in which the firm is located. 

"(c) EXCEPTIONS.-The Secretary of a military 
department may restrict the geographic region 
in which a contract referred to in subsection (a) 
may be per/ armed if the Secretary determines 
that performance of the contract outside that 
specific region-

"(]) could adversely affect the military pre
paredness of the armed forces; or 

"(2) would violate the terms of an inter
national agreement to which the United States 
is a party. 

"(d) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec
tion, the term 'major non-NATO ally' has the 
meaning given such term in section 2350a(i)(3) of 
this title.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
subchapter 1 of such chapter is amended by in
serting after the item relating to section 2348 the 
following new item: 
"2349. Overseas Workload Program.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-(]) Section 
1465 of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101-510; 104 
Stat. 1700) is repealed. 

(2) Section 9130 of the Department of Defense 
Appropriations Act, 1993 (Public Law 102-396; 
102 Stat. 1935), is amended-

( A) in subsection (b), by striking out ", or 
thereafter,"; and 

(B) in subsection (d), by striking out "or 
thereafter" each place it appears. 

(C) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect on October I, 
1993. 
SEC. 1036. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 

CONDUCT NATIONAL GUARD CIVIL
IAN YOUTH OPPORTUNITIES PRO
GRAM. 

(a) LOCATION OF PROGRAM.-Subsection (c) of 
section 1091 of the National Defense Authoriza
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-
484; 32 U.S.C. 501 note) is amended to read as 
follows: 

"(c) CONDUCT OF THE PROGRAM.-The Sec
retary of Defense may provide for the conduct of 
the pilot program in such States as the Sec
retary considers to be appropriate, except that 
the Secretary may not enter into agreements 
under subsection (d) with more than 10 States to 
provide for a program curriculum in excess of 6 
weeks for any participant.". 

(b) DEFINITION OF STATE.-Subsection (l) of 
such section is amended by striking out para
graph (2) and inserting in lieu thereof the fol
lowing new paragraph: 

"(2) The term 'State' includes the Common
wealth of Puerto Rico, the territories (as defined 
in section 101(1) of title 32, United States Code), 
and the District of Columbia.". 

(c) PROGRAM AGREEMENTS.~Subsection (d)(3) 
of such section is amended by striking out "re
imburse" and inserting in lieu thereof "provide 
funds to". 
SEC. 1037. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING 

MEETING OF INTERALUED CONFED
ERATION OF RESERVE OFFICERS. 

(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that-
(1) the Interallied Confederation of Reserve 

Officers (CIOR), an association of reserve offi
cers from thirteen of the nations comprising the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization, will hold 
its XLIV Congress at Washington, District of 
Columbia, during the period August 1 through 
6, 1993; and 

(2) the United States, through the Department 
of Defense, will conduct military competitions in 
conjunction with and as a constituent part of 
that Congress of that organization. 

(b) EXTENSION OF WELCOME.-The Congress
(1) extends to the Interallied Confederation of 

Reserve Officers (CIOR) a cordial welcome to 
the United States on the occasion of the XL VI 
Congress of that organization to be held in 
Washington, District of Columbia, during the 
period August 1 through 6, 1993; 

(2) commends the joint effort of the Depart
ment of Defense and the Reserve Officers Asso
ciation of the United States in hosting the XL VI 
Congress of that organization; and 

(3) urges all departments and agencies of the 
Federal Government to cooperate with and as
sist the XL VI Congress of that organization in 
carrying out its activities and programs during 
that period. 
SEC. 1038. SEMIANNUAL REPORT ON EFFORTS TO 

SEEK COMPENSATION FROM GOV
ERNMENT OF PERU FOR DEATH AND 
WOUNDING OF CERTAIN UNITED 
STATES SERVICEMEN. 

(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that-
(1) the United States Government has not 

made adequate efforts to seek the payment of 
compensation by the Government of Peru for the 
death and injuries to United States military per
sonnel resulting from the attack by aircraft of 
the military forces of Peru on April 24, 1992, 
against a United States Air Force C-130 aircraft 
operating off the coast of Peru; and 

(2) in failing to make such efforts adequately, 
the United States Government has failed in its 
obligation to support the servicemen and their 
families involved in the incident and generally 
to support members of the Armed Forces carry
ing out missions on behalf of the United States. 

(b) SEMIANNUAL REPORT.-Not later than De
cember 1 and June 1 of each year, the Secretary 
of Defense shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services and Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives and the Committees on 
Armed Services and Foreign Relations of the 
Senate a report on the ef farts made by the Gov
ernment of the United States during the preced
ing six-month period to seek the payment of fair 
and equitable compensation by the Government 
of Peru (1) to the survivors of Master Sergeant 
Joseph Beard, Jr., United States Air Force, who 
was killed in the attack described in subsection 
(a), and (2) to the other crew members who were 
wounded in the attack and survived. 

(C) TERMINATION OF REPORT REQUIREMENT.
The requirement in subsection (b) shall termi
nate upon certification by the Secretary of De
fense to Congress that the Government of Peru 
has paid fair and equitable compensation as de
scribed in subsection (b). 
SEC. 1039. BASING FOR C-130 AIRCRAFT. 

The Secretary of the Air Force shall determine 
the unit assignment and basing location for any 
C-130 aircraft procured for the Air Force Re
serve from funds appropriated for National 
Guard and Reserve Equipment procurement for 
fiscal year 1992 or 1993 in such manner as the 
Secretary determines to be in the best interest of 
the Air Force. 
SEC. 1040. MEMORIAL TO U.S.S. INDIANAPOUS. 

The memorial to the U.S.S. Indianapolis (CA-
35) to be located on the east bank of the Indian
apolis water canal in downtown Indianapolis, 
Indiana, is hereby designated as the national 
memorial to the U.S.S. Indianapolis and her 
final crew. 
SEC. 1041. CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION WHEN 

UNITED STATES FORCES ARE 
PLACED UNDER OPERATIONAL CON
TROL OF A FOREIGN NATION. 

(a) NOTICE REQUIREMENT.-(]) Whenever the 
President places elements of the Armed Forces 
under the operational control of a foreign na
tional acting on behalf of the United Nations, 



20300 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE September 8, 1993 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con
gress a report described in subsection (b). 

(2) Except as provided in paragraph (3), a re
port under paragraph (1) shall be submitted not 
less than 30 days before the date on which such 
operational control becomes effective. 

(3) A report under paragraph (1) may be sub
mitted less than 30 days before the date on 
which such operational control becomes eff ec
tive (or after such date) if the President certifies 
to Congress that the requirement for the commit
ment of forces for such purpose is of such an 
emergency nature that delaying such commit
ment in order to provide such 30 days prior no
tice is not possible. Any such certification shall 
be submitted promptly upon the commitment of 
such forces. 

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.-A report under 
subsection (a) shall set forth the following: 

(1) The mission of the United States forces in
volved. 

(2) The expected size and composition of the 
United States forces involved. 

(3) The incremental cost to the United States 
associated with the proposed operation. 

(4) The precise command and control relation
ship between the United States forces involved 
and the international organization. 

(5) The precise command and control relation
ship between the United States forces involved 
and the commander of the United States unified 
command for the region in which the operation 
is proposed. 

(6) The extent to which the United States 
forces involved will rely on non-United States 
forces for security and self-defense and an as
sessment on the ability of those non-United 
States forces to provide adequate security to the 
United States forces involved. 

(7) The conditions under which the United 
States forces involved can and would be with
drawn. 

(8) The timetable for complete withdrawal of 
the United States forces involved. 

(C) CLASSIFICATION OF REPORT.-A report re
quired by this section shall be submitted in both 
classified and unclassified form, if necessary. 

(d) EXCEPTION FOR SMALL FORCES.-This sec
tion does not apply in the case of elements of 
the Armed Forces involving fewer than 100 mem
bers of the Armed Forces. 

(e) /NTERPRETATION.-Nothing in this section 
may be construed as authority for the President 
to use United States Armed Forces in any oper
ation. 
SEC. 1042. IDENTIFICATION OF SERVICE IN VIET

NAM IN THE COMPUTERIZED INDEX 
OF THE NATIONAL PERSONNEL 
RECORDS CENTER. 

The Secretary of Defense shall include in the 
computerized index of the National Personnel 
Records Center in St. Louis, Missouri, an indi
cator to allow for searches or selection of mili
tary records of military personnel based upon 
service in the Southeast Asia theater of oper
ations during the Vietnam conflict (as defined 
in section 1035(g)(2) of title 10, United States 
Code) . 

TITLE XI-CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL 
WEAPONS DEFENSE 

SEC. 1101. DESIGNATION OF ARMY AS EXECUTIVE 
AGENT FOR CHEMICAL AND BIO
LOGICAL WARFARE DEFENSE PRO
GRAMS. 

(a) DESIGNATION.-The Secretary of Defense 
shall designate the Army as executive agent for 
the Department of Defense for the chemical and 
biological warfare defense programs of the De
partment of Defense, including (1) research, de
velopment, test, and evaluation, and (2) pro
curement. 

(b) OvERSIGHT.-lt is the sense of Congress 
that the Defense Acquisition Board should exer
cise oversight over the chemical and biological 
warfare defense program. 

SEC. 1102. REQUIRE"MENT FOR SINGLE OVER· 
SIGHT OFFICE FOR CHEMICAL-BIO
LOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAMS WITH
IN THE OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
OF DEFENSE. 

The Secretary of Defense shall assign respon
sibility for overall defense policy coordination 
and integration of the chemical and biological 
defense program and the chemical and biologi
cal medical defense program to a single office 
within the Office of the Secretary of Defense. 
SEC. 1103. CONSOLIDATION OF CHEMICAL AND 

BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE TRAINING AC
TIVITIES. 

The Secretary of Defense shall consolidate all 
chemical and biological warfare defense train
ing activities of the Department of Defense at 
the United States Army Chemical School. 
SEC. 1104. ANNUAL REPORT ON CHEMICAL AND 

BIOLOGICAL WARFARE DEFENSE. 
(a) REPORT REQUIRED.-The Secretary of De

fense shall include in the annual report of the 
Secretary under section 113 of title 10, United 
States Code, a report on chemical and biological 
warfare defense. The report shall assess (1) the 
overall readiness of the Armed Forces to fight in 
a chemical-biological warfare environment and 
shall describe steps taken and planned to be 
taken to improve such readiness, and (2) re
quirements for the chemical and biological war
fare defense program, including requirements 
for training, detection, and protective equip
ment, for medical prophylaxis, and for treat
ment of casualties resulting from use of chemical 
or biological weapons. 

(b) MATTERS To BE /NCLUDED.-The report 
shall include information on the following: 

(1) The quantities, characteristics, and capa
bilities of fielded chemical and biological defense 
equipment to meet wartime and peacetime re
quirements for support of the Armed Forces, in
cluding individual protective items. 

(2) The status of research and development 
programs, and acquisition programs, for re
quired improvements in chemical and biological 
defense equipment and medical treatment, in
cluding an assessment of the ability of the De
partment of Defense and the industrial base to 
meet those requirements. 

(3) Measures taken to ensure the integration 
of requirements for chemical and biological de
fense equipment and material among the Armed 
Forces. 

(4) The status of nuclear, biological, and 
chemical (NBC) warfare defense training and 
readiness among the Armed Forces and meas
ures being taken to include realistic nuclear, bi
ological, and chemical warfare simulations in 
war games, battle simulations, and training ex
ercises. 

(5) Measures taken to improve overall man
agement and coordination of the chemical and 
biological defense program. 

(6) Problems encountered in the chemical and 
biological warfare defense program during the 
past year and recommended solutions to those 
problems for which additional resources or ac
tions by the Congress are required. 
SEC. 1105. PREPARATIONS FOR IMPLE"MENTATION 

OF THE CHEMICAL WEAPONS CON
VENTION. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that the President should-

(1) seek early ratification of the 1993 Chemical 
Weapons Convention and establish a coordi
nated and authoritative interagency program to 
develop measures for implementation of the con
vention , including improvements in appropriate 
export controls, the training of international in
spectors and other members of Chemical Weap
ons Convention inspection and verification 
teams , and plans for assistance to states re
questing assistance under article X of the con
vention; and 

(2) develop a policy that addresses the manner 
in which the United States provides support 

under the 1993 Chemical Weapons Convention to 
protect signatories of that convention against 
chemical warfare. 

(b) SUPPORT FOR PREPARATORY COMMIS
SION.-lt is the sense of Congress that the Unit
ed States should provide full funding and sup
port for the United States portion of the ex
penses of the Chemical Weapons Convention 
Preparatory Commission created under the 1993 
Chemical Weapons Convention. 

(c) REPORT.-Not later than February 1, 1994 , 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con
gress a report on preparations for implementa
tion of the 1993 Chemical Weapons Convention. 
The report shall include (1) a description of the 
chemical warfare defense preparations that 
have been and are being undertaken by the De
partment of Defense to address needs which 
may arise under article X of the Chemical 
Weapons Convention, and (2) a summary of 
other preparations undertaken by the Depart
ment of Defense to prepare for and to assist in 
the implementation of the convention, including 
activities such as training for inspectors, prepa
ration of defense installations for inspections 
under the convention, provision of chemical 
weapons detection equipment, and assistance in 
the safe transportation. storage, and destruction 
of chemical weapons in other signatory nations 
to the convention. 
SEC. 1106. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING RE· 

SPONSE TO TERRORIST THREATS. 
It is the sense of Congress that the President 

should strengthen emergency planning by the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency, in co
ordination with other appropriate Federal and 
State agencies, for development of early detec
tion and warning capability of and response to 
(1) potential terrorist use of chemical or biologi
cal agents or weapons, and (2) natural disasters 
invclving industrial chemicals or the widespread 
outbreak of naturally occurring disease. 
SEC. 1107. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING 

OTHER CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL 
DEFENSE MATTERS. 

It is the sense of Congress that-
(1) the President should establish appropriate 

strategies (A) to integrate chemical-related intel
ligence and biological-related intelligence, (B) to 
integrate chemical-related arms control agree
ments and biological-related arms control agree
ments, and (C) to integrate chemical-related re
search and development and biological-related 
research and development programs; 

(2) the President should strengthen United 
States capabilities for intelligence collection and 
analysis concerning the chemical warfare 
threat, the biological warfare threat, and the bi
ological terrorist threat; and 

(3) the President should seek to strengthen the 
1972 Biological Weapons Convention by seeking 
international adoption of a regime designed to 
raise the economic and political costs to any na
tion that pursues a biological warfare program. 
SEC. 1108. INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION PRO· 

GRAM. 
(a) PROGRAM.-The Secretary of Defense shall 

establish a program to promote greater inter
national cooperation for research and develop
ment and training for chemical and biological 
weapons defense. 

(b) FUNDING.-Of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated by section 201, $10,000,000 shall 
be available for the establishment of the pro
gram under subsection (a). 
SEC. 1109. AGREE"MENTS TO PROVIDE SUPPORT 

TO VACCINATION PROGRAMS OF DE· 
PART"MENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES. 

The Secretary of the Army may enter into 
agreements with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to provide support for vaccina
tion programs of the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services in the United States through 
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use of the excess peacetime biological weapons 
defense capability of the Department of Defense. 
TITLE XII-COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUC-

TION WITH STATES OF FORMER SOVIET 
UNION 

SEC. 1201. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the "Cooperative 

Threat Reduction Act of 1993". 
SEC. 1202. FINDINGS ON COOPERATIVE THREAT 

REDUCTION. 
The Congress finds that it is in the national 

security interest of the United States for the 
United States to do the fallowing: 

(1) Facilitate, on a priority basis, the trans
portation, storage, safeguarding, and elimi
nation of nuclear and other weapons of the 
independent states of the farmer Soviet Union, 
including (A) the safe and secure storage of 
fissile materials derived from the elimination of 
nuclear weapons, (B) the dismantlement of (i) 
intercontinental ballistic missiles and launchers 
for such missiles, (ii) submarine-launched ballis
tic missiles and launchers for such missiles, and 
(iii) heavy bombers, and (C) the elimination of 
chemical, biological and other weapons capabili
ties. 

(2) Facilitate, on a priority basis. the preven
tion of proliferation of weapons of mass destruc
tion and their components and destabilizing 
conventional weapons of the independent states 
of the former Soviet Union, and the establish
ment of verifiable safeguards against the pro
liferation of such weapons. 

(3) Facilitate, on a priority basis, the preven
tion of diversion of weapons-related scientific 
expertise of the independent states of the former 
Soviet Union to terrorist groups or third coun
tries. 

(4) Support (A) the demilitarization of the de
fense-related industry and equipment of the 
independent states of the farmer Soviet Union, 
and (B) the conversion of such industry and 
equipment to civilian purposes and uses. 

(5) Expand military-to-military and defense 
contacts between the United States and the 
independent states of the farmer Soviet Union. 
SEC. 1203. AUTHORITY FOR PROGRAMS TO FA-

CILITATE COOPERATIVE THREAT RE
DUCTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the President may conduct 
programs described in subsection (b) to assist the 
independent states of the former Soviet Union in 
the demilitarization of the former Soviet Union. 
Any such program may be carried out only to 
the extent that the President determines that 
the program will directly contribute to the na
tional security interests of the United States. 

(b) AUTHORIZED PROGRAMS.-The programs 
referred to in subsection (a) are the following: 

(1) Programs to facilitate the elimination, and 
the safe and secure transportation and storage, 
of nuclear, chemical, and other weapons and 
their delivery vehicles. 

(2) Programs to facilitate the safe and secure 
storage of fissile materials derived from the 
elimination of nuclear weapons. 

(3) Programs to prevent the proliferation of 
weapons, weapons components, and weapons
related technology and expertise. 

(4) Programs to expand military-to-military 
and defense contacts. 

(5) Programs to facilitate the demilitarization 
of defense industries and the conversion of mili
tary technologies and capabilities into civilian 
activities. 

(6) Other programs as described in section 
212(b) of the Soviet Nuclear Threat Reduction 
Act of 1991 (title II of Public Law 102-228) and 
section 1412(b) of the Former Soviet Union De
militarization Act of 1992 (title XIV of Public 
Law 102-484). 

(C) UNITED STATES PARTICIPATION.-The pro
grams described in subsection (b) should , to the 

extent feasible, draw upon United States tech
nology and expertise, especially from the United 
States private sector. 

(d) RESTRICTIONS.-Assistance authorized by 
subsection (a) may not be provided for any year 
to any country which is an independent state of 
the former Soviet Union unless the President 
certifies to Congress for that year that the pro
posed recipient country is committed to each of 
the following : 

(1) Making substantial investment of its re
sources for dismantling or destroying such 
weapons of mass destruction, if such country 
has an obligation under a treaty or other agree
ment to destroy or dismantle any such weapons. 

(2) Foregoing any military modernization pro
gram that exceeds legitimate defense require
ments and foregoing the replacement of de
stroyed weapons of mass destruction. 

(3) Foregoing any use in new nuclear weapons 
of fissionable or other components of destroyed 
nuclear weapons. 

(4) Facilitating United States verification of 
any weapons destruction carried out under this 
section, section 1412(b) of the Former Soviet 
Union Demilitarization Act of 1992 (title XIV of 
Public Law 102-484), or section 212(b) of the So
viet Nuclear Threat Reduction Act of 1991 (title 
II of Public Law 102-228). 

(5) Complying with all relevant arms control 
agreements. 

(6) Observing internationally recognized 
human rights, including the protection of mi
norities. 
SEC. 1204. FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF NEW APPROPRIA
TIONS.-There is hereby authorized to be appro
priated for fiscal year 1994 for the purposes au
thorized in section 1203 the sum of $400,000,000. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF EXTENSION OF AVAIL
ABILITY OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.-To the extent 
provided in appropriations Acts, the authority 
to transfer funds of the Department of Defense 
provided in section 9110(a) of the Department of 
Defense Appropriations Act, 1993 (Public Law 
102-396; 106 Stat. 1928), and in section 108 of 
Public Law 102-229; 105 Stat. 1708) shall con
tinue to be in effect during fiscal year 1994. 
SEC. 1205. PRIOR NOTICE TO CONGRESS OF OBLI

GATION OF FUNDS. 

(a) NOTICE OF PROPOSED OBLIGATION.-Not 
less than 15 days before obligation of any funds 
under section 1203, the President shall transmit 
to the appropriate congressional committees (as 
defined in section 1208) a report on the proposed 
obligation. Each such report shall specify-

(1) the activities and forms of assistance for 
which the President plans to obligate such 
funds, 

(2) the amount of the proposed obligation, and 
(3) the projected involvement of the United 

States Government departments and agencies 
and the United States private sector. 

(b) INDUSTRIAL DEMILITARIZATION.-Any re
port under subsection (a) that covers proposed 
industrial demilitarization projects shall contain 
additional information to assist the Congress in 
determining the merits of the proposed projects. 
Such information shall include descriptions of-

(1) the facilities to be demilitarized; 
(2) the types of activities conducted at those 

facilities and of the types of nonmilitary activi
ties planned for those facilities; 

(3) the forms of assistance to be provided by 
the United States Government and by the Unit
ed States private sector; 

(4) the extent to which military production ca
pability will consequently be eliminated at those 
facilities; and 

(5) the mechanisms to be established for mon
itoring progress on those projects. 

SEC. 1206. AUTHORIZATION FOR ADDITIONAL FIS
CAL YEAR 1993 ASSISTANCE TO THE 
INDEPENDENT STATES OF THE 
FORMER SOVIET UNION. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal year 1993 for the account "Operation 
and Maintenance, Defense Agencies", the addi
tional sum of $979,000,000, to be available for the 
purposes of providing assistance to the inde
pendent states of the former Soviet Union. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF TRANSFER OF FUNDS.
The Secretary of Defense may. to the extent pro
vided in appropriations Acts, transfer from the 
account "Operation and Maintenance , Defense 
Agencies" for fiscal year 1993 a sum not to ex
ceed the amount appropriated pursuant to the 
authorization in subsection (a) to-

(1) other accounts of the Department of De
fense for the purpose of providing assistance to 
the independent states of the former Soviet 
Union; or 

(2) appropriations available to the Department 
of State and other agencies of the United States 
Government for the purpose of providing assist
ance to the independent states of the former So
viet Union for programs that the President de
termines will increase the national security of 
the United States. 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS.-(1) Amounts 
transferred under subsection (b) shall be avail
able subject to the same terms and conditions as 
the appropriations to which trans! erred. 

(2) The authority to make transfers pursuant 
to this section is in addition to any other trans
fer authority of the Department of Defense. 

(d) COORDINATION OF PROGRAMS.-The Presi
dent shall coordinate the programs described in 
subsection (b) with those authorized in the other 
provisions of this title and in the provisions of 
the Freedom for Russia and Emerging Eurasian 
Democracies and Open Markets Support Act of 
1992 (Public Law 102-511) so as to optimize the 
contribution such programs make to the na
tional interests of the United States. 
SEC. 1207. SEMIANNUAL REPORT. 

Not later than April 30, 1994, and not later 
than October 30, 1994, the President shall trans
mit to the appropriate congressional committees 
a report on the activities carried out under sec
tion 1203. Each such report shall set forth, for 
the preceding six-month period and cumula
tively, the following: 

(1) The amounts obligated and expended for 
such activities and the purposes for which they 
were obligated and expended. 

(2) A description of the participation of all 
United States Government departments and 
agencies in such activities. 

(3) A description of the activities carried out 
and the farms of assistance provided, and a de
scription of the extent to which the United 
States private sector has participated in the ac
tivities for which amounts were obligated and 
expended under section 1203. 

(4) Such other information as the President 
considers appropriate to fully inf arm the Con
gress concerning the operation of the programs 
and activities carried out under section 1203, in
cluding, with respect to proposed industrial de
militarization projects, additional information 
on the progress toward demilitarization of facili
ties and the conversion of the demilitarized fa
cilities to civilian activities. 
SEC. 1208. DEFINITION. 

As used in this title, the term "appropriate 
congressional committees" means-

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the Com
mittee on Appropriations, and the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the Com
mittee on Appropriations, and the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate. 
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TITLE XIII-DEFENSE CONVERSION, REIN

VESTMENT, AND TRANSITION ASSIST
ANCE 

SEC. 1301. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the "Defense Con

version. Reinvestment, and Transition Assist
ance Amendments of 1993". 
SEC. 1302. FUNDING OF DEFENSE CONVERSION, 

REINVESTMENT, AND TRANSITION 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 1994. 

(a) FUNDING.-Of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated pursuant to this Act for the De
partment of Defense for fiscal year 1994, the sum 
of $2, 735,000,000 shall be available from the 
sources and in the amounts specified in sub
section (b) for defense conversion, reinvestment, 
and transition assistance programs. Amounts 
made available pursuant to this subsection shall 
remain available until expended. 

(b) SOURCES OF FUNDS.-The amounts and 
sources referred to in subsection (a) are as fol
lows: 

(1) $200,000,000 of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated pursuant to section 109 to carry 
out subtitle E. 

(2) $2,200,000,000 of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated pursuant to title II. 

(3) $335,000,000 of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated pursuant to title III. 

(c) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this section, 
the term "defense conversion, reinvestment, and 
transition assistance programs" includes the fol
lowing activities of the Department of Defense: 

(1) The activities authorized by the Defense 
Conversion, Reinvestment, and Transition As
sistance Act of 1992 (division D of Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2658) and the amendments 
made by that Act. 

(2) The activities authorized by this title and 
the amendments made by this title. 
SEC. 1303. ANNUAL REPORT ON DEFENSE CON· 

VERSION, REINVESTMENT, AND 
TRANSITION ASSISTANCE PRO-
GRAMS. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.-The Secretary of De
fense shall prepare an annual report that as
sesses the effectiveness of all defense conversion, 
reinvestment, and transition assistance pro
grams (as defined in section 1302) during the 
preceding fiscal year. 

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.-Each report re
quired under subsection (a) shall include a con
sideration of the following: 

(1) For each of the conversion programs, the 
status of obligation of appropriated funds. 

(2) For each defense technology reinvestment 
project (or other technology project conducted 
as part of a defense conversion, reinvestment, 
and transition assistance program)-

( A) the extent to which the project meets the 
objectives set forth in subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 2501 of title 10, United States Code; 

(B) the technology benefits of the project to 
the defense technology and industrial base; 

(C) any increased affordability of defense pro
grams linked to the project; 

(D) any evidence of commercialization of tech
nology due to the project; 

(E) any employment created as a result of the 
project; 

(F) the number and name of defense firms 
participating in the project; 

(G) the number of defense firms that have 
been able to expand or retain their business base 
as a result of the project; 

(H) in the case of a project requiring matching 
funds, whether or not the matching require
ments were met in cash; 

(I) the extent to which the project has met 
agreed-upon milestones, and financial and tech
nical requirements; and 

(J) the extent to which it was determined 
whether or not the project duplicates or par
allels technology programs in other agencies; 

(3) For each personnel assistance program-
( A) the extent to which the program meets ob

jectives set forth in section 2501 (b) of title 10, 
United States Code; 

(B) the number of individuals eligible for pro
gram participation; 

(C) the number of individuals directly partici
pating in the program (actual and projected); 

(D) in the case of a training and jobs pro
gram, the number of individuals who have se
cured permanent employment as a result of pro
gram participation, and 

(E) the extent to which it was determined 
whether or not the program duplicates programs 
conducted by other agencies. 

(4) For each community assistance program
( A) the extent to which the program meets ob

jectives laid out in section 2501(b) of title 10, 
United States Code; and 

(B) the number of short- and long-term jobs 
created in a community receiving adjustment 
and diversification assistance under section 
2391 (b) of title 10, United States Code. 

(C) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.-The report re
quired by this section for a particular year shall 
be submitted to Congress at the same time that 
the Secretary of Defense submits the report re
quired under section 113(c) of title 10, United 
States Code, for that year. 
Subtitle A-Defense Technology Reinvestment 

Projects 
SEC. 1311. FUNDING OF DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY 

REINVESTMENT PROJECTS FOR FIS
CAL YEAR 1994. 

Of the amount made available pursuant to 
section 1302(a), $575,000,000 shall be available 
for activities of the Department of Defense 
under chapter 148 of title 10, United States 
Code, and section 2197 of such title, of which-

(1) $105,000,000 shall be available for defense 
dual-use critical technology partnerships under 
section 2511 of such title; 

(2) $35,000,000 shall be available for commer
cial-military integration partnerships under sec- · 
tion 2512 of such title; 

(3) $85,000,000 shall be available for defense 
regional technology alliances under section 2513 
of such title; 

(4) $30,000,000 shall be available for defense 
advanced manufacturing technology partner
ships under section 2522 of such title ; 

(5) $50,000,000 shall be available for support of 
manufacturing extension programs under sec
tion 2523 of such title; 

(6) $50,000,000 shall be available for the de
fense dual-use extension program under section 
2524 of such title, of which-

( A) not less than 30 percent of such amount 
shall be available for assistance pursuant to 
subsection (c)(3) of such section; and 

(B) not less than 30 percent of such amount 
shall be available for loan guarantees pursuant 
to subsection (b)(3) of such section; and 

(7) $20,000,000 shall be available to conduct 
the program established pursuant to section 2197 
of such title to support the activities of manu
facturing experts at institutions of higher edu
cation. 
SEC. 1312. REPEAL AND AMENDMENT OF CERTAIN 

PROVISIONS RELATING TO DEFENSE 
TECHNOLOGY AND INDUSTRIAL 
BASE, REINVESTMENT, AND CONVER
SION. 

(a) REPEALS.-The following sections of title 
10, United States Code, are repealed: sections 
2502 , 2503, 2504, 2506, 2515, and 2518. 

(b) AMENDMENT.-Section 2505 of such title is 
amended-

(1) in subsection (a) , by striking out " National 
Defense Technology and Industrial Base Coun
cil " and inserting in lieu thereof " Secretary of 
Defense "; and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking out "Coun
cil " and inserting in lieu thereof " Secretary". 

(c) CONFORMING REPEALS.-The following sec
tions of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484) are re
pealed: sections 4218, 4219, and 4220. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.-(1) The table of 
sections at the beginning of subchapter II of 
chapter 148 of such title is amended by striking 
out the items relating to sections 2502, 2503, 2504, 
and 2506. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
subchapter Ill of chapter 148 of such title is 
amended by striking out the items relating to 
sections 2515 and 2518. 
SEC. 1313. EXPANSION OF OBJECTIVES OF DE

FENSE TECHNOLOGY REINVEST
MENT PROJECTS. 

(a) RESTATEMENT OF EXISTING PROVISION IN 
TERMS OF OBJECTIVES.-Section 2501(b) of title 
10, United States Code, is amended by striking 
out "defense resources that" and all that fol
lows through the period and inserting in lieu 
thereof ''defense resources capable of meeting 
the following objectives: 

"(1) Promoting economic growth in high
wage, high-technology industries and preserving 
the industrial and technical skill base. 

"(2) Promoting economic growth through fur
ther reduction of the Federal budget deficit 
that, by reducing the public sector demand for 
capital, increases the amount of capital avail
able for private investment and job creation iri 
the civilian sector. 

"(3) Bolstering the national technology base, 
including supporting and exploiting critical 
technologies with both military and civilian ap
plication. 

"(4) Supporting retraining of separated mili
tary, defense civilian, and defense industrial 
personnel for jobs in activities important to na
tional economic growth and security. 

"(5) Assisting those activities being under
taken at the State and local levels to support de
fense economic reinvestment, conversion, adjust
ment, and diversification activities. 

"(6) Assisting small businesses adversely af
fected by reductions in defense expenditures.". 

(b) CONSIDERATION OF DEFENSE REINVEST
MENT, DIVERSIFICATION, AND CONVERSION OB
JECTIVES.-Chapter 148 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended-

(1) in sections 2505(a), 2505(b), 2511(a). 
2511(f)(l), 2512(a), 2512(e)(l), 2513(a), 2516(b), 
2522(a), and 2523(b)(l), by striking out "na
tional security objectives set forth in section 
2501(a)" each place it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "objectives set forth in subsections 
(a) and (b) of section 2501 "; 

(2) in section 2505(b)(l), by striking out "sec
tion 250l(a)" and inserting in lieu thereof "sec
tion 2501 "; and 

(3) in section 2514(a), by striking out " section 
2501(a)" and inserting in lieu thereof " sub
sections (a) and (b) of section 2501 ". 
SEC. 1314. DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY REINVEST

MENT PROJECTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 
1994. 

(a) PROJECTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994.-Using 
funds made available pursuant to section 
1302(a), the Secretary of Defense shall carry out 
during fiscal year 1994 defense technology rein
vestment projects in cooperation with partner
ships and other cooperative arrangements estab
lished pursuant to chapter 148 of title 10, United 
States Code, in the technology focus areas de
scribed in subsection (b) or involving tech
nologies that otherwise meet the objectives set 
forth in section 2501 of this title. Nothing in this 
section shall be construed to preclude continued 
support for defense technology reinvestment 
projects in technology focus areas identified 
during the solicitation conducted during fiscal 
year 1993. 

(b) DESCRIPTION OF TECHNOLOGY Focus 
AREAS.-The technology focus areas referred to 
in subsection (a) are the following : 
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(1) Ocean thermal energy conversion. 
(2) Advanced antenna technology. 
(3) Noncooled, pyroelectric thermal imaging 

systems. 
(4) Advanced wind power systems. 
(5) Parallel processing technologies. 
(6) Photovoltaic energy storage systems. 
(7) Direct satellite radio broadcasting. 
(8) Solar furnace environmental remediation 

technologies. 
(9) Robotic excavation and tunnelling tech-

no logies . . 
(10) Marine biotechnology. 
(11) Automated manufacturing technology for 

composites. · 
(12) Earthquake-resistant bridge composites. 
(13) Advanced automatic train control systems 

technologies. 
(14) Statewide defense conversion economic 

development networks for transition services, re
training. and business diversification . 

(15) Other technology areas that would fur
ther the objectives set for th in section 2501 of 
title 10, United States Code. 

(c) CONSULTATION.-ln carrying out defense 
technology reinvestment projects during fiscal 
year 1994, the Secretary of Defense shall consult 
with the heads of other Federal agencies con
ducting similar projects in the technology focus 
areas described in subsection (b). 

(d) MADE-IN-AMERICA REQUIREMENT.-The 
Secretary of Defense shall ensure that each 
pa_rtnership or other cooperative arrangement 
established pursuant to chapter 148 of title 10, 
United States Code, to carry out a defense tech
nology reinvestment project during fiscal year 
1994 includes an agreement that any manufac
turing resulting from the project shall occur in 
the United States and benefit workers in the 
United States. 

(e) ACCEPTABLE STANDARDS OF QUALITY.-lf 
the Secretary of Defense determines that the 
proposals received as a result of a solicitation 
for defense technology reinvestment projects in 
a technology focus area described in subsection 
(b) do not meet an acceptable standard of qual
ity established by the Secretary .' nothing in this 
section shall be construed to require the Sec
retary to carry out projects in that technology 
focus area. The Secretary shall make a deter
mination under this subsection after consulta
tion with the Defense Technology Conversion 
Council . The Secretary shall promptly notify 
Congress of each determination not to carry out 
projects in a particular technology focus area. 

(f) USE OF COMPETITIVE SELECTION PROCE
DURES.-Funds authorized to be made available 
for defense technology reinvestment projects se
lected as a result of the authority provided by 
subsection (a) shall be made available to those 
projects only if a competitive selection process 
was used to select the projects. 
SEC. 1315. EXPANSION OF PURPOSES OF DE

FENSE ADVANCED MANUFACTURING 
TECHNOLOGY PARTNERSHIPS. 

Section 2522 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) in subsection (a)-
( A) by striking out "research and develop

ment" and inserting in lieu thereof "research, 
development, or deployment"; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
sentence: "The cooperative arrangements au
thorized by this section may include a coopera
tive arrangement with an industry-led, large
scale research and development consortium to 
establish and administer long-term partnerships 
under this section."; and 

(2) in subsection (d)-
( A) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para

graph (4); and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol

lowing new paragraph: 
"(3) The extent to which the partnerships pro

vide for the large-scale deployment of advanced 
manufacturing technologies.''. 

SEC. 1316. DEFENSE DUAL-USE ASSISTANCE EX
TENSION PROGRAM. 

(a) EXPANSION OF BUSINESSES ELIGIBLE FOR 
LOAN GUARANTEES.-Subsection (b)(3) of section 
2524 of title 10, United States Code, is amend
ed-

(1) by striking out "small businesses" and in
serting in lieu thereof ''small- and medium-sized 
business concerns"; and 

(2) by inserting "subsection (e) and" before 
" other applicable law". 

(b) SPECIAL RULES FOR LOAN GUARANTEES.
Subsection (e) of such section is amended to 
read as fallows: 

" (e) TERMS AND CONDITIONS FOR LOAN GUAR
ANTEES.-(1) The Secretary shall carry out sub
section (b)(3) through the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition and Technology, who 
may consult with and seek technical assistance 
from other Federal agencies in order to effec
tively issue loan guarantees under such sub
section. Such loan guarantees shall be issued for 
the purpose of assisting small- and medium
sized business concerns that are economically 
dependent on defense expenditures to secure fi
nancing for projects-

" ( A) to achieve the final development and 
commercialization of defense-oriented tech
nologies for nonmilitary use by the business 
concern; and 

"(B) to diversify the operations of the busi
ness concern toward greater emphasis on pro
duction or services for nonmilitary use. 

"(2) A business concern shall be considered to 
be a small- or medium-sized business concern for 
purposes of this subsection and subsection (b)(3) 
if the business concern has not more than 2,500 
full-time employees or their equivalent. A busi
ness concern shall be considered to be economi
cally dependent on defense expenditures for 
purposes of this subsection and subsection (b)(3) 
if the business concern-

•'( A) has a substantial prior history of con
ducting much of its sales and business with De
partment of Defense over the life, or a substan
tial portion of the life, of the business concern; 
and 

"(B) can reasonably demonstrate that it, in at 
least two of the last seven years immediately 
preceding the application for a loan guaran
tee-

"(i) obtained at least 50 percent of its gross in
come from contracts or subcontracts to provide 
material or services to the Department of De
fense; or 

"(ii) incurred a significant reduction in its 
gross income as a result the termination or com
pletion of contracts or subcontracts to provide 
material or services to the Department of De
fense. 

"(3) The maximum amount of loan principal 
that the Secretary may guarantee under sub
section (b)(3) with respect to any loan may not 
exceed $10,000 ,000. The maximum percentage of 
the loan principal that the Secretary may guar
antee with respect to any loan shall be estab
lished by the Secretary, except that the percent
age established may not exceed 85 percent of the 
principal. 

"(4) Loan guarantees shall be issued under 
subsection (b)(3) on a competitive basis after 
consideration of the following criteria: 

"(A) Whether credit is not otherwise commer
cially available under reasonable terms and con
ditions. 

"(B) The applicability of the program to be 
funded by the loan to the technology areas out
lined in the Technology Reinvestment Project 
proposed by the President on March 10, 1993. 

"(C) The ability of the program to preserve or 
enhance critical technology and national tech
nology and industrial base skills. 

"(D) The market potential of any product or 
technology to be developed using the loan. 

"(E) The importance of the program to future 
United States economic competitiveness and the 
economic strength of United States. 

"( F) The economic viability and perceived 
ability of the business concern to repay the 
loan. 

"(G) The technical soundness of the proposal. 
"(H) The selection criteria specified in sub

section (f). 
" (5) The Secretary shall give a preference in 

issuing loan guarantees under subsection (b)(3) 
to an application by a business concern to carry 
out a program to commercialize a product or 
technology that is already developed or proven 
at the time the application is submitted over 
programs to carry out solely research and devel
opment activities. 

"(6) The provisions of law relating to default 
on loans guaranteed by the Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration under the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 631 et seq.) shall apply 
if the United States is obligated to make reim
bursing payments to a commercial creditor 
under a loan guarantee issued to a business 
concern under subsection (b)(3). In addition, the 
President shall prohibit the business concern in
volved in the default, and any successor of the 
business concern, from bidding on or receiving 
for a 3-year period any contract or subcontract 
to provide material or services to the Federal 
Government.''. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Subsection (f) 
of such section is amended by inserting after 
"SELECTION CRITERIA.-" the following new 
sentence: "Competitive procedures shall be used 
in the selection of programs to receive assistance 
under this section.''. 
SEC. 1317. CONSISTENCY IN FINANCIAL COMMIT

MENT REQUIREMENTS OF NON-FED
ERAL GOVERNMENT PARTICIPANTS 
IN TECHNOLOGY REINVESTMENT 
PROJECTS. 

(a) DEFENSE DUAL-USE CRITICAL TECHNOLOGY 
PARTNERSHIPS.-Section 2511(c) of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

"(c) FINANCIAL COMMITMENT OF NON-FED
ERAL GOVERNMENT PARTICIPANTS.-(1) Except as 
provided in paragraph (2), the Secretary of De
fense shall ensure that the amount of funds pro
vided by the Secretary to a partnership does not 
exceed 50 percent of the total cost of partnership 
activities. 

"(2) The Secretary may increase the Federal 
share of the costs of partnership activities to not 
more than 70 percent of such costs in the case of 
a partnership in which the entity proposing the 
partnership, and a majority of the non-Govern
ment participants are small business concerns. 

"(3) The Secretary shall prescribe regulations 
to provide for consideration of in-kind contribu
tions by non-Federal Government participants 
in a partnership for the purpose of calculating 
the share of the partnership costs that has been 
or is being undertaken by such participants. A 
participant that is a small business concern may 
use funds received under the Small Business In
novation Research Program or the Small Busi
ness Technology Transfer Program to help pay 
the costs of partnership activities, and any such 
funds so used shall be included in calculating 
the non-Federal Government share of such 

. costs.". 
(b) COMMERCIAL-MILITARY INTEGRATION 

PARTNERSHIPS.-Section 2512(c) of such title is 
amended to read as follows: 

"(c) FINANCIAL COMMITMENT OF NON-FED
ERAL GOVERNMENT PARTICIPANTS.-(1) Except as 
provided in paragraph (2), the Secretary shall 
ensure that the amount of funds provided by the 
Secretary to a partnership does not exceed 50 
percent of the total cost of partnership activi
ties. 

"(2) The Secretary may increase the Federal 
share of the costs of partnership activities to not 
more than 70 percent of such costs in the case of 
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a partnership in which the entity proposing the 
partnership and a majority of the non-Govern
ment participants are small business concerns. 

"(3) The Secretary shall prescribe regulations 
to provide for consideration of in-kind contribu
tions by non-Federal Government participants 
in a partnership for the purpose of calculating 
the share of the partnership costs that has been 
or is being undertaken by such participants. A 
participant that is a small business concern may 
use funds received under the Small Business In
novation Research Program or the Small Busi
ness Technology Transfer Program to help pay 
the costs of partnership activities, and any such 
funds so used shall be included in calculating 
the non-Federal Government share of such 
costs.". 

(c) REGIONAL TECHNOLOGY ALLIANCES ASSIST
ANCE PROGRAM.-Section 2513 of such title is 
amended-

(]) by adding at the end of subsection (d) the 
fallowing new paragraph: 

" (4) The Secretary may increase the amount 
of assistance provided under paragraph (1) up 
to an amount not exceeding 70 percent of the 
cost of the activities of a regional technology al
liance in the case of a regional technology alli
ance in which the entity proposing the alliance 
and a majority of the non-Government partici
pants are small business concerns ."; and 

(2) in subsection (e)-
(A) by inserting after "SO percent" the follow

ing: "(or 30 percent if additional assistance is 
provided under subsection (d)(4))"; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(3) The Secretary shall prescribe regulations 
to provide for consideration of in-kind contribu
tions by non-Federal Government participants 
in a regional technology alliance for the pur
pose of calculating the share of the costs that 
has been or is being undertaken by such partici
pants. A participant that is a small business 
concern may use funds received under the Small 
Business Innovation Research Program or the 
Small Business Technology Transfer Program to 
help pay the costs of a regional technology alli
ance, and any. such funds so used shall be in
cluded in calculating the non-Federal Govern
ment share of such costs.". 

(d) MANUFACTURING EXTENSION PROGRAMS.
Section 2523(b)(3) of such title is amended-

(]) by striking out sub'J)fil1J,{lraph (A) and in
serting in lieu thereof the following new sub
paragraph: 

''(A) The amount of financial assistance fur
nished to a manufacturing extension program 
under this subsection may not exceed 50 percent 
of the total cost of the program, except that the 
Secretary may increase the Federal share to not 
more than 70 percent of such costs in the case of 
a program in which the entity proposing the 
program and a majority of the non-Government 
participants are small business concerns. Finan
cial assistance shall be provided to a recipient 
program for a period of five years unless such fi
nancial assistance is earlier terminated for good 
cause. Recipients of such financial assistance 
shall be required to report to the Secretary an
nually beginning one year after the date that 
such financial assistance is initiated. Such re
port shall include a description of the progress 
of the recipient program in meeting the objec
tives set out in paragraph (1) . " ;and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subparagraph: 

" (D) The Secretary shall prescribe regulations 
to provide for consideration of in-kind contribu
tions by non-Federal Government participants 
in a manufacturing extension program for the 
purpose of calculating the share of the costs 
that has been or is being undertaken by such 
participants. A participant that is a small busi
ness concern may use funds received under the 

Small Business Innovation Research Program or 
the Small Business Technology Transfer Pro
gram to help pay the costs of the program, and 
any such funds so used shall be included in cal
culating the non-Federal Government share of 
such costs." . 

(e) DEFENSE DUAL-USE ASSISTANCE EXTENSION 
PROGRAM.-Section 2524(d) of such title is 
amended to read as follows: 

" (d) FINANCIAL COMMITMENT OF NON-FED
ERAL GOVERNMENT PARTICIPANTS.-(]) Except as 
provided in paragraph (2), the Secretary shall 
ensure that the amount of funds provided by the 
Secretary to a program under this section does 
not exceed 50 percent of the total cost of the pro
gram. 

" (2) ·The Secretary may increase the Federal 
share of the costs of a program under this sec
tion to not more than 70 percent of such costs in 
the case of a program in which the entity pro
posing the program and a majority of the non
Government participants are small business con
cerns . 

" (3) The Secretary shall prescribe regulations 
to provide for consideration of in-kind contribu
tions by non-Federal Government participants 
in a program under this section for the purpose 
of calculating the share of the costs that has 
been or is being undertaken by such partici
pants. A participant that is a small business 
concern may use funds received under the Small 
Business Innovation Research Program or the 
Small Business Technology Trans/ er Program to 
help pay the costs of the program, and any such · 
funds so used shall be included in calculating 
the non-Federal Government share of such 
costs. ". 

(f) DEFINITIONS.-Section 2491 of such title is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new paragraphs: 

" (13) The term 'Small Business Innovation 
Research Program· means the program estab
lished under the following provisions of section 
9 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 638) : 

" (A) Paragraphs ( 4) through (7) of subsection 
(b). 

" (B) Subsections (e) through (k). 
" (14) The term 'Small Business Technology 

Trans! er Program ' means the program estab
lished under the following provisions of such 
section: 

" (A) Paragraphs ( 4) through (7) of subsection 
(b). 

" (B) Subsections (e) and (n) through (p). " . 
Subtitle B-Community Adjustment and 

Assistance Programs 
SEC. 1321. ADJUSTMENT AND DIVERSIFICATION 

ASSISTANCE FOR STATES AND 
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS FROM THE 
OFFICE OF ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT. 

(a) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994.-0f . the 
amount made available pursuant to section 
1302(a) , $69,000,000 shall be available as commu
nity adjustment and economic diversification as
sistance under section 2391(b) of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(b) PREPARATION ASSISTANCE.-The Secretary 
of Defense may use up to five percent of the 
amount specified in subsection (a) for the pur
pose of providing preparation assistance to 
those States intending to establish the types of 
programs for which assistance is authorized 
under section 2391 (b) of title 10, United States 
Code. 
SEC. 1322. ASSISTANCE FOR COMMUNITIES AD

VERSELY AFFECTED BY CATA· 
STROPHIC OR MULTIPLE BASE CLO-
SURES OR REALIGNMENTS. . 

(a) AsSISTANCE.-Section 2391 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new subsection: 

"(f) EMPHASIS ON COMMUNITIES WITH CATA
STROPHIC OR MULTIPLE BASE CLOSURES OR RE
ALIGNMENTS.-(]) Not less than 50 percent of the 

funds made available for a fiscal year to carry 
out subsection (b) shall be used by the Secretary 
of Defense under paragraphs (1) and (4) of such 
subsection to make grants, conclude cooperative 
agreements, and supplement funds available 
under other Federal programs in order to assist 
State and local governments in planning and 
carrying out community adjustments and eco
nomic diversification in any community deter
mined by the Secretary-

"( A) to be likely to experience a loss of not 
less than five percent of the total number of ci
vilian jobs in the community as a result of the 
realignment or closure of a military installation 
under the base closure laws; or 

"(B) to be adversely affected by the realign
ment or closure of more than one military instal
lation under the base closure laws. 

"(2) To the extent practicable, the amount of 
assistance provided under subsection (b) in a 
fiscal year to assist a community described in 
paragraph (1) that is selected to receive such as
sistance in that fiscal year should be not less 
than-

"(A) $1,000,000 to plan community adjust
. ments and economic diversification; and 

"(B) $5,000,000 to carry out a community ad
justments and economic diversification pro
gram.". 

(b) TIME FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPLICA
TIONS.-Subsection (b) of such section is amend
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new para
graphs: 

"(6) To the extent practicable, the Secretary 
of Defense shall inform a State or local govern
ment applying for assistance under this sub
section of the approval or rejection by the Sec
retary of the application for such assistance be
! ore the end of-

" ( A) the 7-day period beginning on the date 
on which the Secretary receives the application, 
in the case of an application for a planning 
grant; and 

"(B) the 30-day period beginning on such 
date, in the case of an application for assistance 
to carry out a community adjustments and eco
nomic diversification program. 

" (7) In attempting to complete consideration 
of applications within the time periods specified 
in paragraph (6), the Secretary shall give prior
ity to those applications requesting assistance 
for a community described in subsection (f)(l) . If 
an application is rejected by the Secretary, the 
Secretary shall promptly inform the State or 
local government of the reasons for the rejection 
of the application. " . 

(c) DEFINITION.-Subsection (d) of such sec
tion is amended by adding at the end the fallow
ing new paragraph: 

"(3) The term 'base closure laws ' means-
"( A) the Defense Base Closure and Realign

ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note); 

"(B) title II of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law 100-526; JO U.S.C. 2687 note); 

"(C) section 2687 of this title; and 
" (D) any other similar law enacted after Oc

tober 1, 1993. ". 
SEC. 1323. CONTINUATION OF PILOT PROJECT TO 

IMPROVE ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT 
PLANNING. 

(a) CONTINUATION OF PROGRAM.-Subsection 
(a) of section 4302 of the Defense Conversion, 
Reinvestment, and Transition Assistance Act of 
1992 (div ision D of Public Law 102-484; 10 U.S.C. 
1091 note) is amended by striking out " fiscal 
year 1993" and inserting in lieu thereof " fiscal 
years 1993 and 1994". 

(b) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994.-Qf the 
amount made available pursuant to section 
1302( a), $1 ,000 ,000 shall be made available to 
continue the pilot project required under section 
4302 of the Defense Conversion, Reinvestment, 
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and Transition Assistance Act of 1992 (division 
D of Public Law 102-484; 10 U.S.C. 1091 note) 
with respect to those projects involving relieving 
the adverse effects upon a community from a 
combination of the closure or realignment of a 
military installation and changes in the mission 
of a national laboratory. 
SEC. 1324. CONSIDERATION OF LOCAL AND RE

GIONAL ECONOMIC NEEDS AS PART 
OF THE DISPOSITION OF REAL PROP
ERTY AND FACIUTIES UNDER BASE 
CLOSURE LAWS. 

(a) CONSIDERATION OF ECONOMIC NEEDS.-/n 
order to maximize local and regional benefit 
from the reuse of military installations that are 
closed or realigned, or selected for closure or re
alignment, pursuant to the operation of a base 
closure law, the Secretary of Defense shall in
corporate locally and regionally delineated eco
nomic development needs and priorities into the 
disposition process by which the Secretary dis
poses of real property and facilities as part of 
the closure or realignment of a military installa
tion under a base closure law. In determining 
such needs and priorities, the Secretary shall 
use the community base reuse plan developed 
for the military installation involved. 

(b) COOPERATION.-The Secretary shall co
operate with the State in which a military in
stallation referred to in subsection (a) is located, 
with the entity established to develop a commu
nity base reuse plan for the installation, and 
with local governments and other interested per
sons in communities located near the installa
tion to implement the entire disposition process 
of real property and facilities at the installa
tion. 

(C) ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA.-ln 
evaluating the highest and best reuse options 
for real property and facilities at a military in
stallation referred to in subsection (a), the Sec
retary shall employ the following economic de
velopment criteria: 

(1) The creation of jobs, including manufac
turing and other primary labor market jobs. 

(2) A significant economic multiplier effect on 
the local and regional economies. 

(3) A significant direct economic impact on the 
local and regional economies through future 
contracting for goods and services, and con
struction activities. 

(4) New tax revenue generated to the State 
and locality. 

(5) The creation, rehabilitation, operation. 
and maintenance of local infrastructure. 

(6) The incorporation of local and regional 
economic development needs and priorities into 
the reuse plan. 

(7) The economic viability of the proposed de
velopment. 

(8) The timely economic impact of the pro
posed development. 

(9) Need for public financial assistance to ac
quire or develop the property. 

(d) PRIORITIES.-The criteria specified in sub
section (d) shall be prioritized at the local and 
regional level for each military installation re
ferred to in subsection (a) to establish a site spe
cific weighting system for individual objectives. 
These criteria shall be considered to be costs or 
benefits depending upon the degree to which 
priorities are met. The highest and best use for 
real property and facilities at the installation 
shall be considered to be the reuse option that 
produces the greatest benefit according to these 
criteria. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term "base closure law" means each of 

the following: 
(A) The Defense Base Closure and Realign

ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(B) Title II of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law J00-526; JO U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(C) Section 2687 of title JO, United States 
Code. 

(D) Any other similar law enacted after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) the term "disposition process" includes 
scheduling, planning, economic, environmental, 
and infrastructure assessments, market re
search, marketing programs, permit procedures, 
and trans[ ers of real and personal property car
ried out as part of the disposition of real prop
erty and facilities at a military installation 
closed or realigned under a base closure law. 
SEC. 1325. SHIPYARD CONVERSION AND REUSE 

STUDIES. 
(a) STUDIES REQUIRED.-The Secretary of De

fense shall make community adjustment and di
versification assistance available under section 
2391 (b) of title JO, United States Code, for the 
purpose of conducting studies regarding the fea
sibility of converting and reutilizing the follow
ing military shipyards as facilities primarily ori
ented toward commercial use: 

(1) Charleston Naval Shipyard, South Caro
lina. 

(2) Mare Island Naval Shipyard, California. 
(b) FUNDING.-Of the amount made available 

pursuant to section 1302(a), $500,000 shall be 
available to carry out each of the studies re
quired by subsection (a). 
Subtitle C-Personnel Adjustment, Education, 

and Training Programs 
SEC. 1331. CONTINUATION OF TEACHER AND 

TEACHER'S AIDE PLACEMENT PRO
GRAMS. 

(a) PLACEMENT PROGRAMS REQUIRED.-(1) 
Section 1151 of titl~ JO, United States Code, is 
amended-

( A) in subsection (a), by striking out "may" 
in the matter preceding paragraph (1) and in
serting in lieu thereof "shall" and; 

(B) in subsections (b). (c)(l), (e)(l), and (f), by 
striking out ·'program authorized'' each place it 
appears and inserting in lieu thereof "program 
required". 

(2) Section 1598 of such title is amended-
( A) in subsection (a), by striking out "may" 

in the matter preceding paragraph (1) and in
serting in lieu thereof "shall"; and 

(B) in subsections (b)(l) and (f), by striking 
out "program authorized" both places it ap
pears and inserting in lieu thereof "program re
quired''. 

(3) Section 24JOj of such title is amended-
( A) in subsection (a), by striking out "may" 

in the matter preceding paragraph (1) and in
serting in lieu thereof "shall offer to"; and 

(B) in subsection (b)(l), by striking out 
"agreement authorized" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "agreement entered into". 

(b) COVERAGE OF CERTAIN MEMBERS INAD
VERTENTLY EXCLUDED.-Section 1151(e)(l) of 
such title, as amended by subsection (a)(l)(B), is 
further amended by inserting before the period 
at the end of the first sentence the following: 
" or within one year after the date of the dis
charge or release". 

(c) EXTENSION OF PERIOD OF REQUIRED SERV
ICE.-(]) Section 1151 of such title, as amended 
by subsection (a)(l), is further amended-

( A) in subsection (f)(2), by striking out "two 
school years" both places it appears and insert
ing in lieu thereof "five school years"; 

(B) in subsection (h)(3)(A), by striking out 
"two consecutive school years" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "five consecutive school years"; 

(C) in subsection (h)(5), by striking out "two 
years" both places it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "five years"; and 

(D) in subsection (i)(l), /:y striking out "two 
years'' both places it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "five years". 

(2) Section 1598(d)(2) of such title is amended 
by striking out "two school years" both places 
it appears and inserting in lieu thereof "five 
school years". 

(3) Section 2410j(f)(2) of such title is amended 
by striking out "two school years" both places 
it appears and inserting in lieu thereof "five 
school years". 

(d) GRANT PAYMENTS.-Section 1151(h)(3)(B) 
of such title is amended by striking out "equal 
to the lesser of-" and all that follows through 
"$50,000." and inserting in lieu thereof the fol
lowing: "based upon the basic salary paid by 
the local educational agency to the participant 
as a teacher or teacher's aide. The rate of pay
ment by the Secretary shall be as follows: 

"(i) For the first school year of employment, 
50 percent of the basic salary. except that the 
payment may not exceed $25,000. 

"(ii) For the second school year of employ
ment, 40 percent of the basic salary, except that 
the payment may not exceed $10,000. 

"(iii) For the third school year of employment, 
30 percent of the basic salary, except that the 
payment may not exceed $7,500. 

"(iv) For the fourth school year of employ
ment, 20 percent of the basic salary, except that 
the payment may not exceed $5,000. 

"(v) For the fifth year of employment, JO per
cent of the basic salary, except that the pay
ment may not exceed $2,500. ". 

(e) INCREASED FLEXIBILITY JN PROVIDING STI
PENDS AND p LACEMENT GRANTS.-Section 
1151(h)(l) of such is amended by striking out 
"shall" and inserting in lieu thereof "may". 

(f) APPLICATION OF CERTAIN AMEiVDMENTS.
The amendments made by subsections (c) and 
(d) shall not apply with respect to-

(1) persons selected by the Secretary of De
fense before the date of the enactment of this 
Act to participate in the teacher and teacher's 
aide placement programs required by sections 
1151, 1598, and 2410j of title 10, United States 
Code, or 

(2) agreements entered into by the Secretary 
before such date with local educational agencies 
under such sections. 
SEC . . 1332. PROGRAMS TO PLACE SEPARATED 

MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES IN 
EMPLOYMENT POSITIONS WITH LAW 
ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES · AND 
HEALTH CARE PROVIDERS. 

(a) PLACEMENT PROGRAM WITH LAW EN
FORCEMENT AGENCIES.-Chapter 58 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 
"§1152. Assistance to separated members to 

obtain employment with law enforcement 
agencies 
"(a) PLACEMENT PROGRAM.-The Secretary of 

Defense shall establish a program to assist eligi
ble members of the armed forces to obtain em
ployment by State and local law enforcement 
agencies upon their discharge or release from 
active duty. 

"(b) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.-(1) Except as pro
vided in paragraph (2), a member of the armed 
forces may apply to participate in the program 
established under subsection (a) if the member-

"( A) is selected for involuntary separation, is 
approved for separation under section 1174a or 
1175 of this title, or is given early retirement 
under section 4403 of the Defense Conversion, 
Reinvestment, and Transition Assistance Act of 
1992 (division D of Public Law 102-484; 10 U.S.C. 
1293 note) during the four-year period beginning 
on October 1, 1993; 

"(B) has a military occupational specialty, 
training, or experience related to law enforce
ment, such as service as a member of the mili
tary police; and 

"(C) satisfies such other criteria for selection 
as the Secretary of Defense may prescribe. 

"(2) A member who is discharged or released 
from service under other than honorable condi
tions shall not be eligible to participate in the 
program. 
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"(c) SELECTION OF PARTICIPANTS.-(])' The 

Secretary of Defense shall select members to par
ticipate in the program established under sub
section (a) on the basis of applications submit
ted to the Secretary before the date of the dis
charge or release of the members from active 
duty. An application shall be in such form and 
contain such information as the Secretary may 
require. 

''(2) The Secretary may not select a member to 
participate in the program unless the Secretary 
has sufficient appropriations for the placement 
program available at the time of the selection to 
satisfy the obligations to be incurred by the 
United States under subsection (d) with respect 
to that member. · 

"(d) GRANTS TO FACILITATE EMPLOYMENT.
(]) The Secretary of Defense may enter into 
agreements with State and local law enforce
ment agencies to assist eligible members selected 
under subsection (c) to obtain suitable employ
ment with these agencies. Under the agreement, 
the law enforcement agency shall agree to em
ploy a participant in the program on a full-time 
basis for at least a five-year period. 

"(2) Under an agreement referred to in para
graph (1), the Secretary shall agree to pay to 
the law enforcement agency involved an amount 
based upon the basic salary paid by the law en
forcement agency to the participant as a law en
forcement officer. The rate of payment by the 
Secretary shall be as fallows: 

"(A) For the first year of employment, 50 per
cent of the basic salary, except that the pay
ment may not exceed $25,000. 

"(B) For the second year of employment, 40 
percent of the basic salary, except that the pay
ment may not exceed $10,000. 

"(C) For the third year of employment, 30 per
cent of the basic salary, except that the pay
ment may not exceed $7,500. 

"(D) For the fourth year of employment, 20 
percent of the basic salary, except that the pay
ment may not exceed $5,000. 

"(E) For the fifth year of employment, 10 per
cent of the basic salary, except that the pay
ment may not exceed ·$2,500. 

"(3) Payments required under paragraph (2) 
may be made by the Secretary in such install
ments as the Secretary may determine. 

· '( 4) If a participant who is placed under this 
program leaves the employment of the law en
forcement agency before the end of the five 
years of required employment service, the agen
cy shall reimburse the Secretary in an amount 
that bears the same ratio to the total amount al
ready paid under the agreement as the unserved 
portion bears to the five years of required serv
ice. 

"(5) The Secretary may not make a grant 
under this subsection to a law enforcement 
agency if the Secretary determines that the law 
enforcement agency terminated the employment 
of another employee in order to fill the vacancy 
so created with a participant in this program.". 

(b) PLACEMENT PROGRAM WITH HEALTH CARE 
PROVIDERS.-Chapter 58 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by adding after section 
1152, as added by subsection (a), the following 
new section: 
"§1153. Assistance to separated members to 

obtain employment with health care provid
ers 
"(a) PLACEMENT PROGRAM.-The Secretary of 

Defense shall establish a program to assist eligi
ble members of the armed forces to obtain em
ployment by health care providers upon their 
discharge or release from active duty. 

"(b) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.-(]) Except as pro
vided in paragraph (2), a member shall be eligi
ble for selection by the Secretary of Defense to 
participate in the program established under 
subsection (a) if the member-

"( A) is selected for involuntary separation, is 
approved for separation under section 1174a or 

1175 of this title, or is given early retirement 
under section 4403 of the Defense Conversion, 
Reinvestment, and Transition Assistance Act of 
1992 (division D of Public Law 102-484; JO U.S.C. 
1293 note) during the four-year period beginning 
on October 1, 1993; 

"(B) has received an associate degree, bacca
laureate, or advanced degree from an accredited 
institution of higher education or a junior or 
community college; 

"(C) has a military occupational specialty, 
training, or experience related to health care or 
is likely to be able to obtain such training in a 
short period of time. as determined by the Sec
retary; and 

"(D) satisfies such other criteria for selection 
as the Secretary may prescribe. 

"(2) A member who is discharged or released 
from service under other than honorable condi
tions shall not be eligible to participate in the 
program. 

"(c) SELECTION OF PARTICIPANTS.-(]) The 
Secretary of Defense shall select members to par
ticipate in the program established under sub
sectibn (a) on the basis of applications submit
ted to the Secretary before the date of the dis
charge or release of the members from active 
duty. An application shall be in such form and 
contain such information as the Secretary may 
require. 

· '(2) The Secretary may not select a member to 
participate in the program unless the Secretary 
has sufficient appropriations for the placement 
program available at the time of the selection to 
satisfy the obligations to be incurred by the 
United States under subsection (d) with respect 
to that member. 

"(d) GRANTS TO FACILITATE EMPLOYMENT.
(]) The Secretary of Defense may enter into an 
agreement with a health care provider to assist 
eligible members selected under subsection (c) to 
obtain suitable employment with the health care 
provider. Under the agreement, the provider 
shall agree to employ a participant in the pro
gram on a full-time basis for at least a five-year 
period. 

"(2) Under an agreement referred to in para
graph (1), the Secretary shall agree to pay to 
the health care provider involved an amount 
based upon the basic salary paid by the health 
care provider to the participant. The rate of 
payment by the Secretary shall be as follows: 

"(A) For the first year of employment, 50 per
cent of the basic salary, except that the pay
ment may not exceed $25,000. 

"(B) For the second year of employment, 40 
percent of the basic salary, except that the pay
ment may not exceed $10,000. 

"(C) For the third year of employment, 30 per
cent of the basic salary, except . that the pay
ment may not exceed $7,500 . . 

"(D) For the fourth year of employment, 20 
percent of the. basic salary, except that the pay
ment may not exceed $5,000. 

"(E) For the fifth year of employment, 10 per
cent of the basic salary, except that the pay
ment may not exceed $2,500. 

"(3) Payments required under paragraph (2) 
may be made by the Secretary in such install
ments as the Secretary may determine. 

"(4) If a participant who is placed under this 
program leaves the employment of the health 
care provider before the end of the five years of 
required employment service, the provider -shall 
reimburse the Secretary in an amount that bears 
the same ratio to the total amount already paid 
under the agreement as the unserved portion 
bears to the five years of required service. 

"(5) The Secretary may not make a grant 
under this subsection to a health care provider 
if the Secretary determines that the provider ter
minated the employment of another employee in 
order to fill the vacancy so created with a par
ticipant in this program.". 

(C) PRESEPARATION COUNSELING.-Section 
1142(b)(4) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "program established 
under section 1151 of this title to assist members 
to obtain employment as elementary or second
ary school teachers or teachers' aides." and in
serting in lieu thereof "programs established 
under sections 1151, 1152, and 1153 of this 
title.". 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table Of sec
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend
ed by adding at the end the following new items: 
"1152. Assistance to separated members to ob-

tain employment with law en
forcement agencies. 

"1153. Assistance to separated members to ob
tain employment with health care 
providers.". 

SEC. 1333. GRANl'S TO INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER 
EDUCATION TO PROVIDE EDU
CATION AND TRAINING IN ENVIRON
MENTAL RESTORATION TO DIS
LOCATED DEFENSE WORKERS AND 
YOUNG ADULTS. 

(a) GRANT PROGRAM REQUIRED.-(1) The Sec
retary of Defense shall establish a program to 
provide demonstration grants to institutions of 
higher education to assist such institutions in 
providing education and training in environ
mental restoration and hazardous waste man
agement to eligible dislocated defense workers 
and young adults described in subsection (d). 
The Secretary shall award the grants pursuant 
to a merit-based selection process. 

(2) A grant provided under this subsection 
may cover a period of not more than three fiscal 
years, except that the payments under the grant 
for the second and third fiscal year shall be sub
ject to the approval of the Secretary and to the 
availability of appropriations to carry out this 
section in that fiscal year. 

(b) APPLICATION.-To be eligible for a grant 
under subsection (a), an institution of higher 
education shall submit an application to the 
Secretary at such time, in such form, and con
taining such information as the Secretary may 
require. The application shall include the f al-
lowing: · 

(1) An assurance by the institution of higher 
education that it will use the grant to supple
ment and not supplant non-Federal funds that 
would otherwise be available for the education 
and training activities funded by the grant. 

(2) A proposal by the institution of higher 
education to provide expertise, training, and 
education in hazardous materials and waste 
management and other environmental fields ap
plicable to defense manufacturing sites and De
partment of Defense and Department of Energy 
defense facilities. 

(c) USE OF GRANT FUNDS.-(1) An institution 
of higher education receiving a grant under sub
section (a) shall use the grant to establish a 
consortium consisting of the institution and one 
or more of each of the entities described in para
graph (2) for the purpose of establishing and 
conducting a program to provide education and 
training in environmental restoration and waste 
management to eligible individuals described in 
subsection (d). To the extent practicable, the 
Secretary shall authorize the consortium to use 
a military installation closed or selected to be 
closed under a base closure law in providing on
site basic skills training to participants in the 
program. 

(2) The entities referred to in paragraph (1) 
are the following: 

(A) Representatives of appropriate State and 
local agencies. 

(B) Private industry councils (as described in 
section 102 of the Job Training Partnership Act 
(29 u.s.c. 1512)). 

(C) Community-based organizations (as de
fined in section 4(5) of such Act (29 U.S.C. 
103(5)). 
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(D) Businesses. 
(E) Organized labor. 
( F) Other appropriate educational institu

tions. 
(d) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS.-A program estab

lished or conducted using funds provided under 
subsection (a) may provide education and train
ing in environmental restoration and waste 
management to-

(1) individuals who have been terminated or 
laid off from employment (or have received no
tice of termination or lay off) as a consequence 
of reductions in expenditures by the United 
States for defense, the cancellation, termination, 
or completion of a defense contract , or the clo
sure or realignment of a military installation 
under a base closure law, as determined in ac
cordance with regulations prescribed by the Sec
retary; or 

(2) individuals who have attained the age of 
16 but not the age of 25. 

(e) ELEMENTS OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING 
PROGRAM.-ln establishing or conducting an 
education and training program using funds 
provided under subsection (a) , the institution of 
higher education shall meet the following re
quirements: 

(1) The institution of higher education shall 
establish and provide a work-based learning 
system consisting of education and training in 
environmental restoration-

( A) which may include basic educational 
courses, on-site basic skills training, and mentor 
assistance to individuals described in subsection 
(d) who are participating in the program; and 

(B) which may lead to the awarding of a cer
tificate or degree at the institution of higher 
education. 

(2) The institution of higher education shall 
undertake outreach and recruitment efforts to 
encourage participation by eligible individuals 
in the education and training program. 

(3) The institution of higher education shall 
select participants for the education and train
ing program from among eligible individuals de
scribed in paragraph (1) or (2) of subsection (d). 

(4) To the extent practicable, in the selection 
of young adults described in subsection (d)(2) to 
participate in the education and training pro
gram, the institution of higher education shall 
give priority to those young adults who-

( A) have not attended and are otherwise un
likely to be able to attend an institution of high
er education; or 

(B) have, or are members of families who 
have, received a total family income that, in re
lation to family size, is not in excess of the high
er of-

(i) the official poverty line (as defined by the 
Office of Management and Budget, and revised 
annually in accordance with section 673(2) of 
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 
(42 U.S.C. 9902(2)); or 

(ii) 70 percent of the lower living standard in
come level. 

(5) To the extent practicable, the institution of 
higher education shall select instructors for the 
education and training program from institu
tions of higher education, appropriate commu
nity programs, and industry and labor. 

(6) To the extent practicable, the institution of 
higher education shall consult with appropriate 
Federal, State, and local agencies carrying out 
environmental restoration programs for the pur
pose of achieving coordination between such 
programs and the education and training pro
gram conducted by the consortium. 

(f) SELECTION OF GRANT RECIPIENTS.-To the 
extent practicable, the Secretary shall provide 
grants to institutions of higher education under 
subsection (a) in a manner which will equitably 
distribute such grants among the various re
gions of the United States. 

(g) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF GRANT TO A 
SINGLE RECIPIENT.-The amount of a grant 

under subsection (a) that may be made to a sin
gle institution of higher education in a fiscal 
year may not exceed 1h of the amount made 
available to provide grants under such sub
section for that fiscal year. 

(h) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.-(1) The Sec
retary may provide a grant to an institution of 
higher education under subsection (a) only if 
the institution agrees' to submit to the Secretary, 
in each fiscal year in which the Secretary makes 
payments under the grant to the institution, a 
report containing-

( A) a description and evaluation of the edu
cation and training program established by the 
consortium formed by the institution under sub
section (c); and 

(B) such other information as the Secretary 
may reasonably require. 

(2) Not later than 18 months after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
submit to the President and Congress an interim 
report containing-

( A) a compilation of the information con
tained in the reports received by the Secretary 
from each institution of higher education under 
paragraph (1); and 

(B) an evaluation of the effectiveness of the 
demonstration grarit program authorized by this 
section. 

(3) Not later than January 1, 1997, the Sec
retary shall submit to the President and Con
gress a final report containing-

( A) a compilation of the information described 
in the interim report; and 

(B) a final evaluation of the effectiveness of 
the demonstration .grant program authorized by 
this section, including a recommendation as to 
the feasibility of continuing the program. 

(i) DEFINITJONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) BASE CLOSURE LAW.-The term "base clo

sure law" means the following: 
(A) The Defense Base Closure and Realign

ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101-510; 104 Stat. 1808; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) . 

(B) Title II of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law 100-526; 102 Stat. 2627; JO 
U.S.C. 2687 note) . 

(C) Section 2687 of title JO, United States 
Code. 

(D) Any other similar law enacted after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION.-The term 
"environmental restoration" means actions 
taken consistent with a permanent remedy to 
prevent or minimize the release of hazardous 
substances into the environment so that such 
substances do not migrate to cause substantial 
danger to present or future public health or wel
fare or the environment. 

(3) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.-The 
term "institution of higher education" has the 
meaning given such term in section 1201(a) of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1141(a)). 

(4) SECRETARY.-The term "Secretary" means 
the Secretary of Defense. 

(j) CONFORMING REPEAL.-Section 4452 of the 
Defense Conversion, Reinvestment, and Transi
tion Assistance Act of 1992 (division D of Public 
Law 102-484; 10 U.S.C. 2701 note) is repealed. 
SEC. 1334. REVISION TO IMPROVEMENTS TO EM· 

PLOYMENT AND TRAINING ASSIST· 
ANCE FOR DISLOCATED WORKERS. 

The matter inserted by the amendment made 
by section 4467(f)(l) of the Defense Conversion, 
Reinvestment, and Transition Assistance Act of 
1992 (division D of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat . 
2751) is amended to read as follows: 

"(s)(l) Notwithstanding title II of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services Act of 1949 
and any other provision of law, the Secretary 
and the Secretary of Education shall receive pri
ority by the Secretary of Defense for the direct 

transfer, on a nonreimbursable basis, of the 
property described in paragraph (2) for use in 
carrying out programs under this Act or under 
any other Act. 

''(2) The property described in this paragraph 
is both real and personal property under the 
control of the Department of Defense that is not 
used by such Department, including property 
that the Secretary of Defense determines is in 
excess of current and projected requirements of 
such Department." . 
SEC. 1335. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM FOR THE 

TRAINING OF RECENTLY DIS· 
CHARGED VETERANS FOR EMPLOY· 
MENT IN CONSTRUCTION AND IN 
HAZARDOUS WASTE REMEDIATION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-The Secretary Of De
fense shall establish a demonstration program to 
promote the training and employment of veter
ans in the construction and hazardous waste re
mediation industries. Using funds made avail
able to carry out this section the Secretary shall 
make grants under the demonstration program 
to organizations that meet the eligibility criteria 
specified in subsection (b). 

(b) GRANT ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA.-An organi
zation is eligible to receive a grant from the Sec
retary under subsection (a) if it-

(1) demonstrates, to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary, an ability to recruit and counsel vet
erans for participation in the demonstration 
program under this section; 

(2) has entered into an agreement with a joint 
labor-management training fund established 
pursuant to section 8(f) of the National Labor 
Relations Act (29 U.S.C. 158(f)) to implement 
and operate a training and employment program 
for veterans; 

(3) agrees under the agreement referred to in 
paragraph (2) to use grant funds to carry out a 
program that will provide eligible veterans with 
training for employment in the construction and 
hazardous waste remediation industries; 

(4) provides such training for eligible veterans 
during a period that does not exceed 18 months; 

(5) demonstrates actual experience in provid
ing training for veterans under an agreement re
ferred to in paragraph (2); 

(6) agrees to make, along with all subgrantees, 
a substantial in-kind contribution (as deter
mined by the Secretary of Defense) from non
Federal sources to the demonstration program 
under this section; and 

(7) gives its assurances, to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary, that full time, permanent jobs 
will be available for individuals successfully 
completing the training program, with a special 
emphasis on jobs with employers in construction 
and hazardous waste remediation on Depart
ment of Defense facilities. 

(c) ELIGIBLE VETERANS.-An individual is an 
eligible veteran for the purposes of subsection 
(b)(3) if the individual-

(1 )(A) served in the active military, naval , or 
air service for a period of at least two years; 

(B) was discharged or released from active 
duty because of a service-connected disability; 
or 

(C) is entitled to compensation (or who but for 
the receipt of military retired pay would be enti
tled to compensation) under the laws adminis
tered by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs for a 
disability rated at 30 percent or more; and 

(2) was discharged or released on or after Au
gust 2, 1990, under conditions other than dis
honorable. 

(d) PREFERENCE.-ln carrying out the dem
onstration program under this section, the Sec
retary shall ensure that a preference is given to 
eligible veterans whose primary or secondary oc
cupational specialty in the Armed Forces is (as 
determined under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary and in effect before the date of such 
separation) not readily transferable to the civil
ian work force. 
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(e) HAZARDOUS WASTE OPERATIONS TRAINING 

GOAL.-lt is the sense of Congress that at least 
20 percent of the total number of veterans com
pleting training under the demonstration pro
gram under this section should complete the 
training required-

(1) for certification under section J26 of the 
Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization 
Act of 1986 (29 U.S.C. 655 note), and 

(2) under any other Federal law which re
quires certification for employees engaged in 
hazardous waste operations. 

(f) USE OF FUNDS.-Funds made available to 
carry out this section may only be used for tui
tion and stipends to cover the living and travel 
expenses of participants, except that the Sec
retary may provide that not more than a total of 
4 percent of all the funds made available under 
this section may be used for administrative ex
penses of grantees and subgrantees. 

(g) LIMITATION ON TUITION CHARGED.-The 
amount of tuition charged with respect to veter
ans participating in the demonstration program 
under this section may not exceed the amount of 
tuition charged to nonveterans participating in 
programs substantially similar to such dem
onstration program. 

(h) CAP ON EXPENDITURES PER PARTICIPANT.
Of the funds made available to carry out this 
section-

(1) not more than $J ,OOO may be expended with 
respect to each veteran participating in the con
struction phase of the demonstration program, 
and 

(2) not more than an additional $1,000 may be 
expended with respect to each veteran partici
pating in the hazardous waste remediation 
phase of the demonstration program, except that 
the Secretary may authorize an additional $300 
for the training of a veteran participating in 
such phase if the Secretary determines that such 
additional amount is necessary because of the 
type of training needed for the particular kind 
of hazardous waste remediation involved. 

(i) REPORTS.-(1) Not later than November 1, 
1994, the Secretary shall submit an interim re
port to the Congress describing the manner in 
which the demonstration program is being car
ried out under this section, including a detailed 
description of the number of grants made, the 
number of veterans involved, the kinds of train
ing received, and any job placements that have 
occurred or that are anticipated. 

(2) Not later than December 3J, 1995, the Sec
retary shall submit a final report to the Con
gress containing a description of the results of 
the demonstration program with a detailed de
scription of the number of grants made, the 
number of veterans involved, the number of vet
erans who completed the program, the number 
of veterans who were placed in jobs, the number 
of veterans who failed to complete the program 
along with the reasons for such failure, and any 
recommendations the Secretary deems appro
priate. 

(j) TERMINATION.-Not later than October 1, 
J994, the Secretary shall obligate, in accordance 
with the provisions of this section, the funds 
made available to carry out the demonstration 
program under this section. 
SEC. 1336. SERVICE MEMBERS OCCUPATIONAL 

CONVERSION AND TRAINING. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994.

(1) Section 4495(a)(l) of the Service Members Oc
cupational Conversion and Training Act of J992 
(subtitle G of title XLIV of Public Law 102-484; 
106 Stat. 2768) is amended by inserting after the 
first sentence the following : "Of the amounts 
made available pursuant to section J302(a) of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis
cal Year J994, $25,000,000 shall be made avail
able for the purpose of making payments to em
ployers under this subtitle.". 

(2) Section 4496 of such Act (106 Stat. 2769) is 
amended-

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking "September 
30, 1995" and inserting "September 30, J996"; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking "March 31, 
J996" and inserting " March 31, 1997". 

(b) PROVISION OF TRAINING THROUGH EDU
CATIONAL INSTITUTIONS.-Section 4489 of such 
Act (106 Stat. 2764) is amended by inserting "or 
any other institution offering a program of job 
training, as approved by the Secretary of Veter
ans Affairs," after "United States Code,". 

Subtitle D-Other Matters 

SEC. 1341. ENCOURAGEMENT OF INDUSTRIAL DI· 
VERSIFICATION PLANNING FOR GER· 
TAIN DEFENSE CONTRACTORS. 

(a) DIVERSIFICATION PLANNING.-As part of 
each major defense contract entered into by the 
Secretary of Defense, the Secretary shall en
courage that the contractor prepare an indus
trial diversification plan for the defense-related 
operations of the contractor. 

(b) REGULATIONS.-Not later than J20 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall prescribe regulations to carry 
out this section. With respect to major defense 
contracts, the regulations required by this sub
section shall supersede any regulations pre
scribed by the Secretary pursuant to section 4239 
of the Defense Conversion, Reinvestment, and 
Transition Assistance Act of 1992 (division D of 
Public Law J02-484; JO U.S.C. 250J note). 

(c) MAJOR DEFENSE CONTRACTOR DEFINED.
For purposes of this section, the term "major de
fense contract" means any contract for goods or 
services for the Department of . Defense in an 
amount equal to or greater than $5,000,000. 

(d) APPLICATION OF PLANNING REQUIRE
MENTS.-Subsection (a) shall apply with respect 
to major defense contract entered into by the 
Secretary on or after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

(e) STUDIES REGARDING DEFENSE CONVERSION 
MARKET CREATION.-(]) To assist the defense di
versification planning undertaken pursuant to 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall sponsor not 
more than five studies to identify economic sec
tors and strategies that will best facilitate the 
process of defense conversion, diversification, 
and reinvestment. The studies shall be con
ducted by nongovernmental entities selected 
pursuant to a contract with the Secretary. An 
entity selected to conduct a study under this 
subsection shall consult with representatives of 
both management and employees of defense con
tractors participating in industrial diversifica
tion planning pursuant to subsection (a). 

(2) Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
submit to Congress a report describing the re
sults of the studies conducted pursuant to this 
subsection. 

SEC. 1342. ENCOURAGEMENT FOR THE PURCHASE 
OR LEASE OF VEHICLES PRODUCING 
ZERO OR VERY LOW EXHAUST EMIS· 
SIONS. 

From funds authorized to be appropriated in 
subtitle A of title I and section 30J for the pur
chase or lease of non-tactical administrative ve
hicles (such as automobiles, utility trucks, 
buses, and vans), the Secretary of Defense is en
couraged to expend not less than JO percent of 
such funds for the purchase or lease of vehicles 
producing zero or very low exhaust emissions. 

SEC. 1343. REVISION TO REQUIREMENTS FOR NO-
TICE TO CONTRACTORS UPON PRO· 
POSED OR ACTUAL TERMINATION OF 
DEFENSE PROGRAMS. 

Section 4471 of the Defense Conversion, Rein
vestment, and Transition Assistance Act of J992 
(106 Stat. 2753; 10 U.S.C. 2501 note) is amended 
to read as fallows: 

"SEC. 4471. NOTICE TO CONTRACTORS AND EM· 
PLOYEES UPON PROPOSED AND AC· 
TUAL TERMINATION OR SUBSTAN
TIAL REDUCTION IN MAJOR DE· 
FENSE PROGRAMS. 

"(a) NOTICE REQUIREMENT AFTER SUBMISSION 
OF PRESIDENT 'S BUDGET TO CONGRESS.-Each 
year, in conjunction with the preparation of the 
President's budget for the next fiscal year, the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of En
ergy shall each assess which major defense pro
grams (if any) under their respective jurisdic
tions are proposed to be terminated or substan
tially reduced under the budget of the President 
for the next fiscal year. As soon as reasonably 
practicable after the date on which that budget 
is submitted to Congress pursuant to section 
1105 of title 31, United States Code, and not 
more than J80 days after such date, each such 
Secretary, in accordance with regulations pre
scribed by that Secretary, shall provide notice of 
the proposed termination of, or substantial re
duction in, each such program-

"(1) directly to each prime contractor under 
that program; and 

" (2) by general notice through publication in 
the Federal Register. 

"(b) NOTICE REQUIREMENT AFTER ENACTMENT 
OF APPROPRIATIONS ACT.-

"(1) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.-As soon as 
reasonably practicable after the enactment of an 
Act appropriating funds for the military func
tions of the Department of Defense, and not 
more than J80 days after such date, the Sec
retary of Defense, in accordance with regula
tions prescribed by the Secretary-

"( A) shall determine which major defense pro
grams (if any) of the Department of Defense 
that were not previously identified under sub
section (a) are likely to be terminated or sub
stantially reduced as a result of the funding lev
els provided in that Act; and 

"(B) shall provide notice of the anticipated 
termination of, or substantial reduction in, that 
program-

"(i) directly to each prime contractor under 
that program; 

"(ii) directly to the Secretary of Labor; and 
"(iii) by general notice through publication in 

the Federal Register. 
"(2) DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY.-As soon as 

reasonably practicable after the enactment of an 
Act appropriating funds for national defense 
programs of the Department of Energy, and not 
more than J80 days after such date, the Sec
retary of Energy, in accordance with regula
tions prescribed by the Secretary-

"( A) shall determine which major defense pro
grams (if any) of the Department of Energy that 
were not previously identified under subsection 
(a) are likely to be terminated or substantially 
reduced as a result of the funding levels pro
vided in that Act; and 

"(B) shall provide notice of the anticipated 
termination of, or substantial reduction in, that 
program-

"(i) directly to each prime contractor under 
that program; 

"(ii) directly to the Secretary of Labor; and 
"(iii) by general notice through publication in 

the Federal Register. 
"(c) NOTICE TO SUBCONTRACTORS.-As soon as 

reasonably practicable after the date on which 
the prime contractor for a major defense pro
gram receives notice under subsection (a) or (b) 
of the termination of, or substantial reduction 
in, that program, and not more than 45 days 
after such date, the prime contractor shall-

" (1) provide notice of that termination or sub
stantial reduction to each person that is a first
tier subcontractor under a contract in an 
amount not less than $500,000 for the program; 
and 

"(2) require that each such subcontractor (A) 
provide such notice to each of its subcontractors 
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in an amount in excess of $100,000 under the 
contract, and (B) impose a similar notice and 
pass through requirement to subcontractors in 
an amount in excess of $100,000 at all tiers. 

"(d) SIX-MONTH CONTRACTOR NOTICE TO EM
PLOYEES AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT BEFORE LAY
OFFS.-A prime contractor receiving notice 
under subsection (a) or (b) or a subcontractor 
receiving notice under subsection (c) relating to 
a major defense program may not terminate the 
employment of an individual as a result of the 
actual termination or substantial reduction of 
that program until six months after the date on 
which the contractor or subcontractor provides 
notice in writing of such contractor or sub
contractor's intent to terminate the employment 
of such individual-

"(1) to that employee and, if there is a labor 
representative of that employee, to that labor 
representative; 

"(2) to the State dislocated worker unit or of
fice described in section 311(b)(2) of the Job 
Training Partnership Act (29 U.S.C. 1661 (b)(2)) 
for the State within which that individual re
sides; and 

"(3) to the chief elected official of the unit of 
general local government within which that in
dividual resides. 

"(e) CONSTRUCTIVE NOTICE.-The notice of 
termination of. or substantial reduction in, a 
major defense program provided under sub
section (d)(l) to an employee of a contractor or 
subcontractor shall have the same effect as a 
notice of termination to such employee for the 
purposes of determining whether such employee 
is eligible for training, adjustment assistance, 
and employment services under section 325 or 
325A of the Job Training Partnership Act, ex
cept where the employer has specified that the 
termination of, or reduction in, the program is 
not likely to result in plant closure or mass lay
off. Any employee considered to have received 
such notice under the preceding sentence shall 
only be eligible to receive services under section 
314(b) of such Act and under paragraphs (1) 
through (14), (16), and (18) of section 314(c) of 
such Act. 

"(f) WITHDRAWAL OF NOTIFICATION UPON 
SUFFICIENT FUNDING FOR PROGRAM TO CON
TINUE.-

" (1) NOTICE TO PRIME CONTRACTOR.-ln any 
case in which-

"( A) the Secretary of Defense or Secretary of 
Energy has provided a notification under sub
section (a) with respect to a major defense pro
gram based upon the budget of the President for 
any fiscal year; and 

" (B) that Secretary determines, upon enact
ment of an Act appropriating funds for the mili
tary functions of the Department of Defense or 
for national . defense programs of the Depart
ment of Energy for that fiscal year, as the case 
may be, that due to a sufficient level of funding 
for the program having been provided in that 
Act there will not be a termination of, or sub
stantial reduction in, that program, 

that Secretary shall provide notice of with
drawal of the notification provided under sub
section (a) to each prime contractor that re
ceived that notice under subsection (a) . Any 
such notice of withdrawal shall be provided as 
soon as reasonably practicable after the date of 
the enactment of the appropriations Act con
cerned. In any such case, the Secretary shall at 
the same time provide general notice of such 
withdrawal by publication in the Federal Reg
ister. 

"(2) NOTICE TO SUBCONTRACTORS.-As soon as 
reasonably practicable after the date on which 
the prime contractor for a major defense pro
gram receives notice under paragraph (1) of the 
withdrawal of a notification previously provided 
to the contractor under subsection (a), and not 
more than 45 days after that date, the prime 

contractor shall provide notice of such with
drawal to each person that is a first-tier sub
contractor under a contract in an amount not 
less than $500,000 for the program and shall re
quire that each such subcontractor provide such 
notice to each subcontractor in an amount not 
less than $100,000 at any tier in a contract. 

" (3) NOTICE TO EMPLOYEES.-As soon as rea
sonably practicable after the date on which a 
prime contractor receives notice of withdrawal 
under paragraph (1) or a subcontractor receives 
such notice under paragraph (2), and not more 
than two weeks after that date, the contractor 
or subcontractor shall provide notice of such 
withdrawal-

'' ( A) to each representative of employees 
whose work is directly related to the defense 
contract under the program and who are em
ployed by the contractor or subcontractor or, if 
there is no such representative at that time, 
each such employee; 

"(B) to the State dislocated worker unit or of
fice described in section 31l(b)(2) of the Job 
Training Partnership Act (29 U.S.C. 1661(b)(2)) 
and the chief elected official of the unit of gen
eral local government within which the adverse 
effect may occur; and 

"(C) to each grantee under section 325(a) or 
325A(a) of the Job Training Partnership Act 
providing training, adjustment assistance, and 
employment services to an employee described in 
this paragraph. 

"(4) LOSS OF ELIGIBILITY.-An employee who 
receives notice of withdrawal under paragraph 
(2) shall not be eligible for training, adjustment 
assistance, and employment services under sec
tion 325 or 325A of the Job Training Partnership 
Act beginning on the date on which the em
ployee receives the notice. 

"(g) TERMINATION AND OTHER REMEDIES FOR 
FAILURE To GIVE REQUIRED NOTICE.-A con
tractor that willfully fails to provide notice as 
required by any provision of this section may be 
subject to termination for default of the instant 
contract, suspension, or debarment, or other 
remedies as determined by the Secretary of De
fense or Secretary of Energy, as appropriate. 

"(h) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this sec
tion: 

"(1) MAJOR DEFENSE PROGRAM.-The term 
'major defense program· means-

"( A) in the case of the Department of Defense, 
a program that is carried out to produce or ac
quire a major system (as defined in section 
2302(5) of title JO, United States Code); and 

"(B) in the case of the Department of Energy, 
a program that meets the dollar threshold cri
teria for treatment of a Department of Defense 
program as a major system. 

"(2) SUBSTANTIAL REDUCTION.-The term 'sub
stantial reduction·, with respect to a major de
fense program, means a reduction of 25 percent 
or more in the total dollar value of contracts 
under the program.". 
Subtitle E-National Shipbuilding Initiative 

SEC. 1351. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the "National 

Shipbuilding and Shipyard Conversion Act of 
1993". 
SEC. 1352. NATIONAL SHIPBlRLDING INITIATIVE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.-There shall 
be a National Shipbuilding Initiative program, 
to be carried out to support the industrial base 
for national security objectives by assisting in 
the reestablishment of the United States ship
building industry as a self-sufficient, inter
nationally competitive industry. 

(b) ADMINISTERING DEPARTMENTS.-The pro
gram shall be carried out-

(1) by the Secretary of Defense, with respect 
to programs under the jurisdiction of the Sec
retary of Defense; and 

(2) by the Secretary of Transportation, with 
respect to programs under the jurisdiction of the 
Secretary of Transportation. 

(C) PROGRAM ELEMENTS.-The National Ship
building Initiative shall consist of the following 
program elements: 

(1) FINANCIAL INCENTIVES PROGRAM.-A finan
cial incentives program to provide loan guaran
tees _to initiate commercial ship construction for 
domestic and export sales, encourage shipyard 
modernization, and support increased produc
tivity, as provided in title XI of the Merchant 
Marine Act, 1936 (as amended by this subtitle). 

(2) TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.-A 
technology development program, to be carried 
out within the Department of Defense by the 
Advanced Research Projects Agency, to improve 
the technology base for advanced shipbuilding 
technologies and related dual-use technologies 
through activities including a development pro
gram for innovative commercial ship design and 
production processes and technologies. 

(3) NAVY'S AFFORDABILITY THROUGH COM
MONALITY PROGRAM.-Enhanced support by the 
Secretary of Defense for the shipbuilding pro
gram of the Department vf the Navy known as 
the Affordability Through Commonality (ATC) 
program, to include enhanced support (A) for 
the development of common modules for military 
and commercial ships, and (B) to foster civil
military integration into the next generation of 
Naval surface combatants. 

(4) NAVY'S MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY AND 
TECHNOLOGY BASE PROGRAMS.-Enhanced sup
port by the Secretary of Defense for, and 
strengthened funding for, that portion of the 
Manufacturing Technology program of the 
Navy , and that portion of the Technology Base 
program of the Navy, that are in the areas of 
shipbuilding technologies and ship repair tech
nologies. 
SEC. 1353. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PROGRAM 

MANAGEMENT THROUGH ADVANCED 
RESEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY. 

The Secretary of Defense shall designate the 
Advanced Research Projects Agency of the De
partment of Defense as the lead agency of the 
Department of Defense for activities of the De
partment of Defense which are part of the Na
tional Shipbuilding Initiative program. Those 
activities shall be carried out as part of defense 
conversion activities of the Department of De
fense. 
SEC. 1354. ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS 

AGENCY FUNCTIONS. 
The Secretary of Defense, acting through the 

Director of the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency, shall carry out the following functions 
with respect to the National Shipbuilding Initia
tive program: 

(1) Consultation with the Maritime Adminis
tration, the Office of Economic Adjustment , the 
National Economic Council, the National Ship
building Research Project, the Coast Guard, the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra
tion, appropriate naval commands and activi
ties, and other appropriate Federal agencies 
on-

( A) development and transfer to the private 
sector of dual-use shipbuilding technologies , 
ship repair technologies, and shipbuilding man
agement technologies; 

(B) assessments of potential markets for mari
time products; and 
. (C) recommendation of industrial entities. 
partnerships, joint ventures, or consortia for 
short- and long-term manufacturing technology 
investment strategies. 

(2) Funding and program management activi
ties to develop innovative design and production 
processes and the technologies required to imple
ment those processes. 

(3) Facilitation of industry and Government 
technology development and technology trans! er 
activities (including education and training, 
market assessments, simulations, hardware mod
els and prototypes, and national and regional 
industrial base studies). 
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(4) Integration of promising technology ad

vances made in the Technology Reinvestment 
Program of the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency into the National Shipbuilding Initiative 
to effect full defense conversion potential. 
SEC.1355. EUGIBLE SHIPYARDS. 

To be eligible to receive any assistance or oth
erwise to participate in any program carried out 
under the National Shipbuilding Initiative, a 
shipyard must be a private shipyard located in 
the United States. 
SEC. 1356. LOAN GUARANTEES FOR EXPORT VES

SELS. 
Title XI of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936 (46 

App. U.S.C. 1271 et seq.) is amended as follows: 
(1) ELIGIBLE EXPORT VESSEL DEFINED.-Sec

tion 1101 is amended by adding at the end the 
fallowing new subsection: 

"(o) The term 'eligible export vessel' means a 
vessel constructed , reconstructed, or recondi
tioned in the United States for use in world
wide trade which will, upon delivery or redeliv
ery , be placed under or continued to be docu
mented under the laws of a country other than 
the United States.". 

(2) LIMITATIONS ON GUARANTEE OBLIGA
TIONS. - Section 1103 is amended-

( A) by amending the first sentence of sub
section (f) to read as follows: "The aggregate 
unpaid principal amount of the obligations 
guaranteed under this section and outstanding 
at any one time shall not exceed $12,000,000,000, 
of which (1) $850 ,000 ,000 shall be limited to obli
gations pertaining to guarantees of obligations 
for fishing vessels and fishery facilities made 
under this title, and (2) $3,000,000,000 shall be 
limited to obligations pertaining to guarantees 
of obligations for eligible export vessels."; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

" (g)(l) The Secretary may not issue a commit
ment to guarantee obligations for an eligible ex
port vessel unless, after considering-

"( A) the status of pending applications for 
commitments to guarantee obligations for vessels 
documented under the laws of the United States 
and operating or to be operated in the domestic 
or foreign commerce of the United States, 

" (B) the economic soundness of the applica
tions referred to in subparagraph (A) , and 

" (C) the amount of guarantee authority avail
able, 
the Secretary determines, in the sole discretion 
of the Secretary , that the issuance of a commit
ment to guarantee obligations for an eligible ex
port vessel will not result in the denial of an 
economically sound application to issue a com
mitment to guarantee obligations for vessels doc
umented under the laws of the United States op
erating in the domestic or foreign commerce of 
the United States. 

"(2) The Secretary may not issue commitments 
to guarantee obligations for eligible export ves
sels under this section after the later of-

" ( A) the 5th anniversary of the date on which 
the Secretary publishes final regulations setting 
for th the application procedures for the issu
ance of commitments to guarantee obligations 
for eligible export vessels, 

"(B) the last day of any 5-year period in 
which funding and guarantee authority for ob
ligations for eligible export vessels have been 
continuously available, or 

"(C) the last date on which those commit
ments may be issued under any treaty, conven
tion, or other international agreement entered 
into after the date of the enactment of the Ship
building Conversion Act of 1993 that prohibits 
guarantee of those obligations.". 

(3) AUTHORITY TO GUARANTEE OBLIGATIONS 
FOR ELIGIBLE EXPORT VESSELS.-Section 1104A is 
amended-

( A) by amending so much of subsection (a)(l) 
as precedes the proviso to read as fallows: 

" (1) financing, including reimbursement of an 
obligor for expenditures previously made for, 
construction, reconstruction, or reconditioning 
of a vessel (including an eligible export vessel), 
which is designed principally for research, or 
for commercial use (A) in the coastwise or inter
coastal trade; (B) on the Great Lakes, or on 
bays, sounds, rivers, harbors, or inland lakes of 
the United States; (C) in foreign trade as de
fined in section 905 of this Act for purposes of 
title V of this Act; or (D) as an ocean thermal 
energy conversion facility or plantship; (E) with 
respect to floating drydocks in the construction, 
reconstruction, reconditioning, or repair of ves
sels; or ( F) with respect to an eligible export ves
sel, in world-wide trade;"; 

(B) by amending subsection (b)(2)-
(i) by striking " subject to the provisions of 

paragraph (1) of subsection (c) of this section," 
and inserting ''subject to the provisions of sub
section (c)(l) and subsection (i), " , and 

(ii) by inserting before the semicolon at the 
end the following : " : Provided, further That in 
the case of an eligible export vessel, such obliga
tions may be in an aggregate principal amount 
which does not exceed 87112 of the actual cost or 
depreciated actual cost of the eligible export ves
sel "; 

(C) by amending subsection (b)(6) by inserting 
after "United States Coast Guard" the fallow
ing: " or, in the case of an eligible export vessel, 
of the appropriate national flag authorities 
under a treaty , convention , or other inter
national agreement to which the United States 
is a party"; 

( D) in subsection ( d), by adding at the end the 
fallowing new paragraph: 

"(3) No commitment to guarantee, or guaran
tee of an obligation may be made by the Sec
retary under this title for the construction, re
construction or reconditioning of an eligible ex
port vessel unless-

" ( A) the Secretary finds that the construction, 
reconstruction, or reconditioning of such eligible 
export vessel will aid in the transition of United 
States shipyards to commercial activities or will 
preserve shipbuilding assets that would be es
sential in time of war or national emergency, 
and 

" (B) the owner of the eligible export vessel 
agrees with the Secretary that the vessel shall 
not be transferred to any country designated by 
the Secretary as a country whose interests are 
hostile to the interests of the United States."; 
and 

(E) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subsection: 

" (i) The Secretary may not, with respect to
" (1) the general 75 percent or less limitation in 

subsection (b)(2); 
" (2) the 87112 percent or less limitation in the 

1st, 2nd, 4th , or 5th proviso to subsection (b)(2) 
or section Jlll(b); or 

"(3) the 80 percent or less limitation in the 3rd 
proviso to such subsection; 
establish by rule, regulation, or procedure any 
percentage within any such limitation that is, or 
is intended to be, applied uniformly to all guar
antees or commitments to guarantee made under 
this section that are subject to the limitation.". 

(4) LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY TO ESTABLISH 
UNIFORM PERCENTAGE LIMITATION.-Section 
1104B is amended by adding at the end of sub
section (b) the following flush sentence: 
"The Secretary may not by rule, regulation, or 
procedure establish any percentage within the 
87112 percent or less limitation in paragraph (2) 
that is, or is intended to be, applied uniformly · 
to all guarantees or commitments to guarantee 
made under this section.". 

(5) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 1103(a) 
is amended in the first sentence by striking ", 
upon application by a citizen of the United 
States, " . 

SEC. 1357. LOAN GUARANTEES FOR SHIPYARD 
MODERNIZATION AND IMPROVE
MENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Title XI of the Merchant 
Marine Act, 1936, is further amended by adding 
at the end the fallowing new section: 

"SEC. 1111. (a) The Secretary, under section 
1103(a) and subject to the terms the Secretary 
shall prescribe, may guarantee or make a com
mitment to guarantee the payment of the prin
cipal of, and the interest on, an obligation for 
advanced shipbuilding technology and modern 
shipbuilding technology of a general shipyard 
facility located in the United States. 

"(b) Guarantees or commitments to guarantee 
under this section are subject to the extent ap
plicable to all the laws requirements, regula
tions, and procedures that apply to guarantees 
or commitments to guarantee made under this 
title, except that guarantees or commitments to 
guarantee made under this section may be in the 
aggregate principal amount that does not exceed 
871/z percent of the actual cost of the advanced 
shipbuilding technology or modern shipbuilding 
technology . 

" (c) The Secretary may accept the transfer of 
funds from any other department , agency, or in
strumentality of the United States Government 
and may use those funds to cover the cost (as 
defined in section 502 of the Federal Credit Re
form Act of 1990) of making guarantees or com
mitments to guarantee loans entered into under 
this section. 

"(d) For purposes of this section: 
"(1) The term 'advanced shipbuilding tech

nology ' includes-
" ( A) numerically controlled machine tools , ro

bots, automated process control equipment, com
puterized flexible manufacturing systems, asso
ciated computer software, and other technology 
for improving shipbuilding and related indus
trial production which advance the state-of-the
art; and 

"(B) novel techniques and processes designed 
to improve shipbuilding quality, productivity, 
and practice, and to promote sustainable devel
opment, including engineering design, quality 
assurance, concurrent engineering, continuous 
process production technology , energy ef fi
ciency, waste minimization, design for 
recyclability or parts reuse, inventory manage
ment , upgraded worker skills , and communica
tions with customers and suppliers. 

"(2) The term 'modern shipbuilding tech
nology' means the best available proven tech
nology, techniques, and processes appropriate to 
enhancing the productivity of shipyards. 

"(3) The term 'general shipyard facility' 
means-

"( A) for operations on land-
" (i) any structure or appurtenance thereto de

signed for the construction, repair, rehabilita
tion, refurbishment or rebuilding of any vessel 
(as defined in title 1, United States Code) and 
including graving docks, building ways, ship 
lifts, wharves, and pier cranes; 

"(ii) the land necessary for any structure or 
appurtenance described in clause (i); and 

"(iii) equipment that is for the use in connec
tion with any structure or appurtenance and 
that is necessary for the performance of any 
function referred to in subparagraph (A); 

" (B) for operations other than on land, any 
vessel, floating drydock or barge built in the 
United States and used for, equipped to be used 
for, or of a type that is normally used for activi
ties referred to in subparagraph ( A)(i) of this 
paragraph.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 
llOJ(n) of that Act (46 App. U.S.C. 1271(n)) is 
amended by striking "vessels . " and inserting 
"vessels and general shipyard facilities (as de
fined in section 1111(d)(3)). ". 
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SEC. 1358. FUNDING FOR CERTAIN LOAN GUARAN

TEE COMMITMENTS FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 1994. 

(a) FUNDING.-Amounts appropriated to the 
Secretary of Defense pursuant to the authoriza
tion of appropriations in section 109 shall be 
available only for transfer to the Secretary of 
Transportation. Of such amounts-

(1) $175,000,000 shall be available only for 
costs (as defined in section 502 of the Federal 
Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a)) of 
new loan guarantee commitments under section 
1104A(a)(l) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936 
(46 App. U.S.C. 1274(a)(l)), as amended by sec
tion 1356, for vessels of at least 10,000 gross tons 
that are commercially marketable on the inter
national market (including eligible export ves
sels); and 

(2) $25,000,000 shall be available only for costs 
(as defined in section 502 of the Federal Credit 
Reform Act of 1990) of new loan guarantee com
mitments under section 1111 of the Merchant 
Marine Act, 1936, as added by section 1357. 

(b) TRANSFER TO SECRETARY OF TRANSPOR
TATION.-Subject to the provisions of appropria
tions Acts, amounts made available under sub
section (a) shall be transferred to the Secretary 
of Transportation for use as described in that 
subsection. Any such transfer shall be made not 
later than 90 days after the date of the enact
ment of an Act appropriating the funds to be 
transferred. 
SEC. 1359. AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIA

TIONS. 
(a) AUTHORIZATIONS FOR DEPARTMENT OF 

TRANSPORTATION.-There is authorized to be ap
propriated to the Secretary of Transportation 
for fiscal year 1994 the sum of $10,000,000 to pay 
administrative costs related to new loan guaran
tee commitments described in subsection (a) of 
section 1358, of which-

(1) $8,000,000 shall be for administrative costs 
related to new loan guarantee commitments de
scribed in paragraph (1) of that subsection; and 

(2) $2,000,000 shall be for administrative costs 
related to new loan guarantee commitments de
scribed in paragraph (2) of that subsection. 

(b) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.-Amounts ap
propriated under the authority of this section 
shall remain available until expended. 
TITLE XIV-NATIONAL COMMISSION ON 

ROLES AND MISSIONS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES 

SEC. 1401. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the "National Com

mission on Roles and Missions of the Armed 
Forces Act". 
SEC. 1402. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the fallowing findings: 
(1) The current allocation of roles and mis

sions among the Armed Forces evolved from the 
practice during World War II to meet the Cold 
War threat and may no longer be appropriate 
for the post-Cold War era. 

(2) Many analysts believe that a realignment 
of those roles and mission is essential for the ef
ficiency and effectiveness of the Armed Forces ; 
particularly in light of lower budgetary re
sources that will be available to the Department 
of Defense in the future. 

(3) The existing process of a triennial review 
of roles and missions by the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff pursuant to provisions of 
law enacted by the Goldwater-Nichols Depart
ment of Defense Reauthorization Act of 1986 has 
not produced the comprehensive review envi
sioned by Congress. 

(4) It is difficult for any organization , and 
may be particularly difficult for the Department 
of Defense, to reform itself without the benefit 
and authority provided by external perspectives 
and analysis. 
SEC. 1403. ESTABUSHMENT OF COMMISSION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-There is hereby estab
lished in the executive branch of the Govern-

ment a commission to be known as the National 
Commission on Roles and Missions of the Armed 
Forces (hereinafter in this title ref erred to as the 
·'Commission''). 

(b) COMPOSITION AND QUALIFICAT/ONS.-
(1) The Commission shall be composed of seven 

members. Members of the Commission shall be 
appointed by the President. 

(2) The Commission shall be appointed from 
among private United States citizens with ap
propriate and diverse military , organizational, 
and management experiences and historical per
spectives. 

(3) The President shall designate one of the 
members as chairman of the Commission. 

(C) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT; VACANCIES.
Members shall be appointed for the life of the 
Commission. Any vacancy in the Commission 
shall not affect its powers, but shall be filled in 
the same manner as the original appointment. 

(d) INITIAL ORGANIZATIONAL REQUIREMENTS.
(1) The President shall make all appointments 

to the Commission within 45 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) The Commission shall convene its first 
meeting within 30 days after the first date on 
which all members of the Commission have been 
appointed. At that meeting, the Commission 
shall develop an agenda and a schedule for car
rying out its duties. 
SEC. 1404. DUTIES OF COMMISSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Over the period of fiscal 
years 1994 through 1998, the Commission shall-

(1) review the efficacy and appropriateness for 
the post-Cold War era of the current allocations 
among the Armed Forces of roles. missions, and 
functions; 

(2) evaluate and report on alternative assign
ments of those roles, missions and functions; 
and 

(3) make recommendations for changes in the 
current definition and distribution of those 
roles, functions , and missions. 

(b) REVIEW OF POTENTIAL MILITARY 0PER
AT/ONS.-The Commission shall review the types 
of military operations that may be required in 
the post-Cold War era , taking into account the 
requirements for success in various types of op
erations. As part of such review, the Commission 
shall take into consideration the official strate
gic planning of the Department of Defense. The 
types of operations to be considered by the Com
mission as part of such review shall include the 
following : 

(1) Defense of the United States. 
(2) Warfare against other national military 

forces. 
(3) Limited military action for political effect. 
(4) Action against nuclear. chemical , and bio

logical weapons capabilities in hostile hands. 
(5) Support of law enforcement. 
(6) Other types of operations as specified by 

the chairman of the Commission. 
(c) DEFINITION OF BROAD MISSION AREAS AND 

KEY SUPPORT REQUIREMENTS.-As a result of 
the review under subsection (b), the Commission 
shall define broad mission areas and key sup
port requirements for the United States military 
establishment as a whole. 

(d) DEVELOPMENT OF CONCEPTUAL FRAME
WORK FOR ORGANIZATIONAL ALLOCAT/ONS.-The 
Commission shall determine a conceptual frame
work for the review of the organizational alloca
tion among the Armed Forces of military roles, 
missions, and functions. In developing that 
framework, the Commission shall consider-

(1) static efficiency (such as duplicative over
head and economies of scale); 

(2) dynamic effectiveness (including the bene
fits of competition and the effect on innovation); 

(3) interoperability, responsiveness, and other 
aspects of military effectiveness in the field; 

(4) gaps in mission coverage and so-called or
phan missions that are inadequately served by 
existing organizational entities; 

(5) division of responsibility on the battlefield; 
(6) exploitation of new technology and oper

ational concepts; 
(7) civilian control of the military; 
(8) the degree of disruption that a change in 

roles and missions would entail; and 
(9) the experience of other nations. 

The Commission shall evaluate the costs and 
benefits of unifying the Armed Forces into a sin
gle military service as a baseline for assessing 
the maximum benefits that may be achieved 
from less sweeping reforms. 

(e) RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING MILITARY 
ROLES AND MISS/ONS.-Using the conceptual 
framework developed under subsection (d) to 
evaluate possible changes to the existing alloca
tion among the Armed Forces of military roles, 
missions, and functions, the Commission shall 
recommend (1) the functions for which ' each 
military department should organize, train, and 
equip forces, (2) the missions of combatant com
mands, and (3) the roles that Congress should 
assign to the various military elements of the 
Department of Defense. 

(f) RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING CIVILIAN 
ELEMENTS OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.-The 
Commission may address the roles, missions, and 
functions of civilian portions of the Department 
of Defense and other national security agencies 
to the extent that changes in these areas are 
collateral to changes considered in military 
roles, functions, and mission. 

(g) RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING PROCESS 
FOR FUTURE CHANGES.-The Commission shall 
also recommend a process for maintaining roles, 
missions, and functions in congruence with the 
strategic environment as it changes in the fu
ture. 
SEC. 1405. REPORTS. 

(a) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.-Not later than 
three months after the date on which the Com
mission is established, the Commission shall 
transmit to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives a re
port setting f crth a multiyear plan for the work 
of the Commission, including the subjects to be 
addressed in the program of the Commission for 
each year of its existence. The plan shall be de
veloped following discussions with the Secretary 
of Defense, the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, and the chairmen of those committees. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.-The Commission shall, 
not later than March 1 of each year from 1995 
through 1999, submit to the committees named in 
subsection (a) a report setting forth the activi
ties of the Commission during the preceding 
year and any recommendations for legislation 
that the Commission considers advisable. The 
Commission shall submit a preliminary version 
of each such annual report to the Secretary of 
Defense and Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff not later than December 25 of the preced
ing year, and the Secretary and Chairman shall 
submit comments thereon to the Commission not 
later than the fallowing February 1. 

(c) ASSESSMENT OF IMPLEMENTATION.-ln each 
report under subsection (b) after the first, the 
Commission shall include its assessment of the 
performance of the Department of Defense to 
that date in carrying out any recommendations 
made by the Commission in any previous reports 
under this section. 

(d) COORDINATION WITH TRIENNIAL JCS ROLES 
AND MISSIONS REPORT.-Any report of the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff under sec
tion 153(b) of title 10, United States Code, that 
is submitted to the Secretary of Defense during 
the period of the existence of the Commission 
shall also be submitted to the Commission. In its 
next report under subsection (b) after receiving 
any such report of the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, the Commission shall provide its 
assessment of the Chairman's report. 
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SEC. 1406. POWERS. 

(a) HEARINGS.-The Commission or, at its di
rection, any panel or member of the Commission , 
may , for the purpose of carrying out the provi
sions of this title, hold hearings, sit and act at 
times and places, take testimony , receive evi
dence, and administer oaths to the extent that 
the Commission or any panel or member consid
ers advisable. 

(b) INFORMATION.-The Commission may se
cure directly from the Department of Defense 
and any other Federal department or agency 
any information that the Commission considers 
necessary to enable the Commission to carry out 
its responsibilities under this subpart. Upon re
quest of the chairman of the Commission , the 
head of such department or agency shall fur
nish such information expeditiously to the Com
mission. 
SEC. 1407. COMMISSION PROCEDURES. 

(a) MEETINGS.-The Commission shall meet at 
the call of the chairman. 

(b) QUORUM.-
(1) Four members of the Commission shall con

stitute a quorum, but a lesser number of mem
bers may hold hearings. 

(2) The Commission shall act by resolution 
agreed to by a majority of the members of the 
Commission. 

(c) PANELS.-The Commission may establish 
panels composed of less than the full member
ship of the Commission for the purpose of carry
ing out the Commission's duties. The actions of 
each such panel shall be subject to the review 
and control of the Commission. Any findings 
and determinations made by such a panel shall 
not be considered the findings and determina
tions of the Commission unless approved by the 
Commission . 

(d) AUTHORITY OF INDIVIDUALS TO ACT FOR 
COMMISSION.-Any member or agent of the Com
mission may, if authorized by the Commission, 
take any action which the Commission is au
thorized to take under this title . 
SEC. 1408. PERSONNEL MATTERS. 

(a) PAY OF MEMBERS.-Each member of the 
Commission shall be paid at a rate equal to the 
daily equivalent of the annual rate of basic pay 
payable for level V of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5316 of title 5, United States Code, 
for each day (including travel time) during 
which the member is engaged in the performance 
of the duties of the Commission. All members of 
the Commission who are officers or employees of 
the United States shall serve without pay in ad- · 

State 

Alabama 

dition to that received for their· services as of fi
cers or employees of the United States. 

(b) TRAVEL EXPENSES.-The members of the 
Commission shall be allowed travel expenses, in
cluding per diem in lieu of subsistence, at rates 
authorized for employees of agencies under sub
chapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, United States 
Code , while away from their homes or regular 
places of business in the performance of services 
for the Commission. 

(c) STAFF.-(1) The chairman of the Commis
sion may, without regard to the provisions of 
title 5, United States Code, governing appoint
ments in the competitive service , appoint a staff 
director and such additional personnel as may 
be necessary to enable the Commission to per
form its duties. The appointment of a staff di
rector shall be subject to the approval of the 
Commission. 

(2) The chairman of the Commission may fix 
the pay of the staff director and other personnel 
without regard to the provisions of chapter 51 
and subchapter III of chapter 53 of title 5, Unit
ed States Code, relating to classification of posi
tions and General Schedule pay rates, except 
that the rate of pay fixed under this paragraph 
for the staff director may not exceed the rate 
payable for level V of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5316 of such title and the rate of 
pay for other personnel may not exceed the 
maximum rate payable for grade GS-15 of the 
General Schedule. 

(d) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.
Upon request of the chairman of the Commis
sion, the head of any Federal department or 
agency may detail, on a nonreimbursable basis, 
any personnel of that department or agency to 
the Commission to assist it in carrying out its 
duties . 

(e) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND INTER
MITTENT SERVIC.ES.-The chairman of the Com
mission may procure temporary and intermittent 
services under section 3109(b) of title 5, United 
States Code, at rates for individuals which do 
not exceed the daily equivalent of the annual 
rate of basic pay payable for level V of the Exec
utive Schedule under section 53.'6 of such title. 
SEC. 1409. MISCELLANEOUS ADMINISTRATIVE 

PROVISIONS. 
(a) POSTAL AND PRINTING SERVICES.-The 

Commission may use the United States mails 
and obtain printing and binding services in the 
same manner and under the same conditions as 
other departments and agencies of the Federal 
Government. 

Army: Inside the United States 

(b) MISCELLANEOUS ADMINISTRATIVE AND SUP
PORT SERVICES.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
furnish the Commission, on a reimbursable 
basis, any administrative and support services 
requested by the Commission. 

(c) GIFTS.-The Commission may accept, use, 
and dispose of gifts or donations of services or 
property. 

(d) TRAVEL.-To the maximum extent prac
ticable, the members and employees of the Com
mission shall travel on military aircraft, military 
ships, military vehicles, or other military con
veyances when travel is necessary in the per
formance of a responsibility of the Commission, 
except that no such aircraft, ship, vehicle, or 
other conveyance may be scheduled primarily 
for the transportation of any such member or 
employee when the cost of commercial transpor
tation is less expensive. 
SEC. 1410. PAYMENT OF COMMISSION EXPENSES. 

The compensation, travel expenses, and per 
diem allowances of members and employees of 
the Commission shall be paid out of funds avail
able to the Department of Defense for the pay
ment of compensation, travel allowances, and 
per diem allowances, respectively, of civilian em
ployees of the Department of Defense. The other 
expenses of the Commission shall be paid out of 
funds available to the Department of Defense 
for the payment of similar expenses incurred by 
that Department. 
SEC. 1411. TERMINATION OF THE COMMISSION. 

The Commission shall terminate 90 days after 
the date on which it submits its final report 
under section 1405. 

DIVISION B-MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEC. 2001. SHORT TITLE. 

This division may be cited as the "Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1994". 

TITLE XXI-ARMY 
SEC. 2101. AUTHORIZED ARMY CONSTRUCTION 

AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author
ization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(l), 
the Secretary of the Army may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations in
side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
for th in the fallowing table: 

Installatwn or location Amount 

Fort Rucker .... .... .. ..... .............. .... ...... ... .. ............... ........... ... .. .... ... ........ ..... ............ .... ... . 
Arizona ...... ........................... ...... ... .. .... ..................... . Fort Huachuca ... .... .... ....... ... .................... ... ........ .. ............ .. ......................................... . 

$42,650,000 
$8 ,850,000 
$5,900 ,000 
$4 ,050,000 

California .. ..... . .. ....... .. ... ... ..... ... ... .......... .. ... .. ... ......... . 
Colorado ................................ .... ... .. .. .......... ...... .. ...... . 

Georgia ... .. ........ .... ......... .... .. ... ......... .. .. .. .. ...... .. ... ...... . 

Hawaii .... ... ... ........ ... .. .... .. ................. .......... .... ...... .... . 
Kentucky ... ... .. ........ ... .... .... ..... .. ... .. ........... .. ..... .. ... .. .. . 

Maryland ......... .. .......... ....... ....... .. ... ...... .................... . 

Missouri .... .. ...... .... ....... .......................... ..... .. .... .. ...... . 
Nevada ....... ............ .. ... ...... ... ....... .... .. ....................... . 
New Jersey ... ... ....... ................ ... ... ... ... ..... .... .. ....... .. ... . 

New Mexico ..... .. .. ... .. . ... .. ......... .. .... .. .. ........ ....... ......... . 
New York ......... .. ... ............... ............... . ......... ... ... ...... . 

North Carolina ....... .. ... ... .... . ... .... .. ...... ...... ..... .. .... . .. .. .. 
Oklahoma ............. .................................. ..... ... .. .. . .. .. .. 
Pennsylvania ...... ........... ........... .... ...... .. ... ................. . 
South Carolina ........................ ..... ... .. ... .... ........ .. ... ... . . 
Texas .. ........ ..... ..... ... .................. ....... .... .................... . 

Utah ...................... ... ........ .. ... .... .. ... . ...... ... ...... .... .... .. . 

Virginia .. ... .. .. .. .. ... ... .................... ... ... .. ..................... . 

Fort Irwin ... . ..... .... ...... .. .. .. ... .. .. .. ..... ...................... ..... ...... ..... .. .. .. ................... .. .... ..... .. .. 
Fort Carson .... ..... ... .. .. ............. ....... .. ... ... ... ...... ... ........ . ....... .... .. .... .. ... ... ........................ . 
Fitzsimons Medical Center ............. ...... .. .. ... .. .. .. ....... ... .. ................................. .. .............. . 
Fort Benning ....... ... ... ............... ...... ..... .............................. .. ............ .. ... ... .. . .. ......... ...... .. 
Fort Stewart .. ... ... ....... .. .... .. .. .. ... .... ....... .......... ... . .... ........ ......... .. ... ............. ........ ... ........ . 
Schofield Barracks ........ ...... ............ ..... .............................. ... .... ......... .... .. ..... ... ... . ... .. .... . 
Fort Campbell ... .. ..... ... ............ ....... ....... .................... ......... .. ....... ..... ...... ... ... ... ...... .. ..... . . 
Fort Knox .. ... .. ...... ... ........... .. . .... .. ... .... ......... .. .. . ... ..... ...... ... .. ... ..... ................... .. ............ . 
Aberdeen Proving Ground ............ ... .... .. .................... .. ....... .. ............... .. ........................ . 
Fort Detrick .... ....... .. ............... ... ... .. .... .. .. . .. ................. .. ............. ... ....... ...... ................... . 
Fort Leonard Wood .. .... .. ..... ....... .. ...... ..... . .. ... ... ... . .. ... .. ... ...... ... ... ... .. ............... ..... .... ... ... . 
Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant .. ... .... .... ....... ..... .............. .. .... ......... ... ................. .. . .. 
Fort Monmouth .... ............. .. ..... .. .. ...... .. .... ... ..................... ... .. .... . .... ............ .. ................ . 
Picatinny Arsenal ... .. .. ... ..... ... ... ... .. ... ... ............ ... ... .. .. .. .. ... .... .. ...... .. ....... ... .. ....... .... ... ... .. 
White Sands Missile Range ... .. ... . .. ........... ................... .... ... .. ........ .. .. ...... . .......... .. . ...... .... . 
Fort Drum .. .. .. ........ ... .... ......... .. . .... .................. .. ............. ... ................. .. . .. .... ................ .. 
United States Military Academy, West Point ...... .. ....... ...... .... ......... ....... .. .... .. ........ ..... .. .. . 
Fort Bragg .......... .... ... ............ ... ............ ................ ... .... ............. .................. .. ....... .. .. .. .. .. 
Fort Sill .. ...... ...... ... .. .... .. ... .. .. .... .. ............. .. .... .. .... ..... .. ........ .... ................................ ..... .. 
Tobyhanna Army Depot . .......... ... ................................ ... .... ............. .. .. .. ..... ..... ............. . . 
Fort Jackson ..... ............. ..... ... ... .......... .... ... .... .. .. .. .... .. .... . .. ... .. ... .. .... ....... ..... ............ .... .. . 
Fort Bliss .................................... .... .. ..... .... ............. .... .. ......... .. ........... ...... .. ....... ... ... ... .. 
Fort Hood ............... .. ..... ...... ...... .. .......... ........ .. ........... .. ....... .. .... .............. ......... ... ..... ... . . 
Fort Sam Houston ..... ......... ... .. ... ... ...... .. .... ..... ..... ... ........... ... .. .... .... .. ..... ....................... .. 
Dugway Proving Ground .. ... ... ... .. .. .... .... .. ...... .. .. .. .................................. ... ............ ... ... .. .. 
Tooele Army Depot .................... .. ....... ..... .. ...... . ................. ..... .... ... ......... .. .. ......... .......... . 
Fort Belvoir ..... : .... ..... ... .... .. ... . .. .. ......... ... ... ... ......... ..... ......... .... .. .................... ... .. ... ...... .. 

$10 ,000,000 
$37,650,000 
$18,800,000 
$18,600,000 
$40 ,300,000 
$41 ,350,000 
$21. 700 ,000 

$2 ,000,000 
$1 ,000,000 
$7,000,000 
$7,500,000 

$11 ,050,000 
$3 ,300,000 
$4 ,500,000 

$13 ,800,000 
$118 ,690 ,000 

$27,200,000 
$750,000 

$2,700 ,000 
$29,600,000 
$56 ,500 ,000 

$5,651 ,000 
$16,500,000 
$1,500,000 

$860,000 
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State Installation or location Amount 

Fort Lee ... ....... .. ... ..... ..... ... ................. ... .. .. ..... ... .. ........ .............. ... .. ...... .. .................... .. . 
Fort Myer ................. .. ..................... .. ..... .... ........... ......... ..... ......... ............................ .. .. . 

Washington ............................ .... ...................... ... .... .. . Fort Lewis ............ ............... .. .. .... .. ................. .. .......... .... .............. .... ..... .. ........... ... ... .... . 

$32 ,600 ,000 
$6 ,800 ,000 

$14 ,200 ,000 
$1 ,852 ,000 CO NUS Various .......... .............. .... .... .. .. ............ ........ . Classif ied Locations ............ ........... ......... ... ............ ........ ....... .. ............ .. ..... .. .. ..... ..... ..... . 

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author
ization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(2) , 

Country 

the Secretary of the Army may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations out-

Army: Outside the United States 

side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
for th in the fallowing table: 

Installation or location Amount 

Johnston Island ............... .. ............ ... .. ................ ....... . Johnston Island .................. ... .......... ..... .. ...... ........ ......... ...... .... ..... .... .. ..................... .. .. .. $1, 700,000 
$21 ,200,000 
$3,600 ,000 

Kwajalein Atoll .......... ..... ................ .............. ............ . Kwajalein .... ............. .. .............. ......... ... .. ... .................... .. .... .. ... .. .. ..... .... ..... ... .. .... ......... . 
OCONUS Classified ..... ..... ... .. ......................... ...... .. ... . Classified Locations .. .............. .... ............ ....... ...... .. ... ... ...... ... .................... .. .. ............ ... .. 

SEC. 2102. FAMILY HOUSING. 
(a) CONSTRUCT/ON AND ACQUISITJON.-Using 

amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

ization of appropriations in section 
2104(a)(6)(A), the Secretary of the Army may 
construct or acquire family housing units (in-

Army: Family Housing 

eluding land acquisition) at the installations, 
for the purposes , and in the amounts set forth 
in the fallowing table: 

State Installation Purpose Amount 

California . .. . .. .. . .. ... . .. . .. ...... .. .......... ... .. . .... . .. . . Fort Irwin . . .. .. . .. . . .. .. . . . ... . .. .. . ......... ... .... . .. . .. . . .. .. . .. .... .. .. . ... . . . 220 units .................. ..... .... .......... .... . $25,000 ,000 
$52 ,000,000 
$26 ,000,000 

Hawaii .. . ... .. .. ... . .. ... . .. . .. . . ... ... . .. . .. . .. . .... ... .... .. . . Schofield Barracks . .. . . . . .. . ..... . .. .. . .. . .. . . .. .. .. . ........ . .... . . .. . .. .. . . . . 348 units .... ... ... .... ... ... ... ....... .. ...... ... . 
Maryland .... .. . .. . .. . .. . . . . .. . ..... . . . .. . .. ... . .... . .. ... . .. . . Fort Meade . .. . .. . .. .. . .. . . ... . . .. ... . .. .. ... . ... . .... ... . .. . .. .. . .. .... .. . ... .. . .. 275 units ... ... .. ..... ...... .... ...... ........... . . 
Nevada .. .. .. ..... .......... ......... .. ... ........... .. .... .. .. . Hawthorne Army Ammunit ion Plant ....... ........ ..... .. ..... .. .. .... Demolition .... ......... ... ........ ............. .. $500 ,000 

$15 ,000 ,000 
$18 ,000 ,000 
$2,950 ,000 

New York ........ .. ................................... .. .. ... .. U.S. Military Academy , West Point ...... ..... ... .. .. .. ............ .. ... 100 units ...... ..... .. .......... .. ............. .. .. 
North Carolina ..... ...... .... ............... ..... ......... .. Fort Bragg ............. ..... .. ...... ... .. .... ... . -..... ................ ..... ... ... 224 units ... .... .. ... .. ... ............. ...... .. ... . 
Wisconsin .. ... .... . .. . .. . .. . .. . ... ..... .. ... ... .... .. . .... . .. . . Fort McCoy .. . .. . .. .. . .. . . . . .. . ..... . .. .. . .. . .. . ... .. .. . . .. ... .. . .. ... . .. . .. . .. . . . 16 units .... .... .. ... ... ......... .. .......... .. .. .. 

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.-Using amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of 
appropriations in section 2104(a)(6)(A), the Sec
retary of the Army may carry out architectural 
and engineering services and construction de-

. sign activities with respect to the construction 
or improvement of family housing units in an 
amount not to exceed $11 ,805,000. 
SEC. 2103. IMPROVEMENTS TO MIUTARY FAMILY 

HOUSING UNITS. 
Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 

States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2104(a)(6)(A), the Secretary of the 
Army may improve existing military family 
housing in an amount not to exceed $69,630,000. 
SEC. 2104. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

ARMY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby author

ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin
ning after September 30, 1993, for military con
struction , land acquisition , and military family 
housing functions of the Department of the 
Army in the total amount of $2 ,402,338,000 as 
follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 2101(a), 
$615,403,000. 

State 

California 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 2101(b), 
$26,500,000. 

(3) For the construction of the Ammunition 
Demilitarization Facility, Anniston Army Depot, 
Alabama, authorized in section 2101(a) of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1991 (division B of Public Law 101-
510; 104 Stat. 1758) , section 2101(a) of the Mili
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1992 (division B of Public Law 102-190; 105 
Stat. 1508), and section 2101(a) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993 (division B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2586), $110,900,000. 

(4) For unspecified minor military construc
tion projects authorized by section 2805 of title 
10, United States Code, $12 ,000 ,000. 

(5) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title 10, United States Code, $115,161,000. 

(6) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition of mili

tary family housing and facilities, $220,885,000. 
(B) For support of military family housing 

(including the functions described in section 
2833 of title 10, United States Code), 
$1,150,089,000 of which not more than 

Navy: Inside the United States 

$268,139,000 may be obligated or expended for 
the leasing of military family housing world
wide. 

(7) For the Homeowners Assistance Program 
as authorized by section 2832 of title 10, United 
States Code, $151,400,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC
TION PROJECTS.-Notwithstanding the cost vari
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10, 
United States Code, and any other cost vari
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2101 of this 
Act may not exceed the total amount authorized 
to be appropriated under paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of subsection (a) . 

TITLE XXII-NA VY 

SEC. 2201. AUTHORIZED NAVY CONSTRUCTION 
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author
ization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(l) , 
the Secretary of the Navy may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations in
side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
for th in the foil owing table: 

Installation or location Amount 

Alameda Naval Air Station .... .......... ....... ... .... .... .. ..... ...... ... ... ......... .... .. .. .. ........... .. .. ....... . 
Barstow Marine Corps Logistics Base ... ...... ... .. .. ........ .. .......................... .. .................... .. . 
Camp Pendleton Marine Corps Air Station .... ... .. ...................... .... .. .. .............................. . 
Camp Pendleton Marine Corps Base ....................... ... ........ .. .. ................ .. ............... .. .... .. 
El Toro Marine Corps Air Station ... .... .. .. .... .. ......... ...... ......................... .. .......... .. .......... .. 
Fallbrook Naval Weapons Station Annex ............... .. ... ....... .. .. .... .. ......... ... .. .. .. .. ... .......... .. 
Lemoore Naval Air Station ....... .... ........... ..... ....................................... ........ .... ........ .. .... . 
Oakland Naval Supply Center ..... .. ...... .. ..... .... .. ............... .. .... .. ... ... ................... ...... ....... . 
San Diego Naval Hospital ... ..... ...... ....... ..... .. .. .................. .. ........ .... ... ... ........... .... ........... . 
San Diego Fleet Industrial Supply Center .................................. ... ................................ .. 
San Diego Marine Corps Recruit Depot ..... .. .................. .. ........................................ .. .. .. .. 
San Diego Naval Training Center ......................................... ........ ........................... ...... . 
Twentynine Palms , Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center .... ..... ............ .. ......... .. .... .. .. 

$4 ,700,000 
$8 ,690 ,000 
$3 ,850 ,000 

$11 ,130,000 
$1 ,950,000 
$4 ,630 ,000 
$1 ,930,000 

$10 ,000 ,000 
$2,700 ,000 
$2 ,270 ,000 
$1,130,000 

Connecticut ... ....... .. ............ ........ ...... ... .. ... ................. . New London Naval Submarine Base .. .... ... .... ..... .. ................. .. ... ... ...... .. ......... .. ........ .. ..... . 

$700 ,000 
$7,900 ,000 

$40 ,940 ,000 
$3 ,110,000 
$2 ,380,000 

District of Columbia .......... ... .............. .. ......... .. .. .. .. .. .. . Wash ington COMNA VDIST .. .. ................. .. ........................ .. ... ..... ...... ............. .. ........ .... . 
Wash ington NRL ..... .... .......................... ...... ................... ... .. .... .... .......... .. ............... ... .. . . 
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State Installation or location 

Florida Cecil Field, Naval Air Station ............................................................. .. ... ............ .... .. .. .. . 
Jacksonville Naval Air Station ...... ... ............ ...................... .................... ....... ................ .. 
Mayport Naval Station ........ ... ......... .. .................. .. .. .. ............................ ........................ . 
Pensacola Naval Air Station ................. ..... .............. ................................... .................. .. 

Georgia .......................... .... ......... .. ...... ... ...... .. ..... ,. ..... . Albany Marine Corps Logistics Base ........ .... ................... .................. ........ ..................... . 
Kings Bay Naval Submarine Base .......... .... .................. .. ............ .. ........ .. ....................... .. 
Kings Bay Tri -Training Facility ............ ............................... ... . ..... ............. ..... .. ... ......... . 

Hawaii ........................ ... ... .. .... ..... .. ..... ....... ........... .... . Barbers Point Naval Air Station ...................... .. ...... .. ...... .. .......... ......... ........... .............. . 
Honolulu NCT AMS EP AC ............................ ..................... ................................... ... ... .. .. 
Pearl Harbor NISMF ...... ... ... .................. ....... ... .. .... . ............. ...... ...... ..... .... ... ... .... ......... .. 
Pearl Harbor Naval Submarine Base ... ........... ......... . .. .................. ........ ..... .. ... ................ . 
Pearl Harbor Public Works Center .......... .. ................. ........ .... ...... .......... .. .................. .. .. . 

Indiana ......... .. ........................... ......... ... .... ............. . . Crane Naval Surface Warfare Center ... .......................... ................... .......................... .. .. 
Maine ...... ... .... .. .. .. .. ...... .... .... .. ..... ..... ....... ...... ... ....... . . Kittery Portsmouth Naval Shipyard ................... .. .... .......... ....... .. .... .. .. ........... .. .... .. ....... .. 
Maryland .. ..... .... .. ............... ... ................................... . Bethesda National Naval Medical Center .......... ............... .... .. ...... .......... ........................ . 

Indian Head Naval Surface Warfare Center ........................ ............. .. . .. ........ ................ .. 
Patuxent River Naval Air Warfare Center .... .................... .... .... .. .. .... .. ..... .. ......... .. .......... . 

New Jersey .............. .... .................... . .... .... ........ ... ...... . Earle Naval Weapons Station ......... ...... .......... ... ................................. . ..... ..................... . 
Nevada ......................... .. ... .......... .. .... ..... ....... ........... . Fallon Naval Air Station .. . ... .......... .. ....... ............................ .. ....... ... ..... ............ ............ .. 
North Carolina ........ . .............. . ... ...... ............... .. .. ...... . Camp Lejeune Marine Corps Base .............. ...... .... .. .. .... .... .... ...... .. .. .. .......... ....... ......... ... .. 

Camp Lejeune Naval Hospital . .. ....... .. ......... ....... .... .............. ........ .... ..... ......................... . 
Cherry Point Marine Corps Air Station ...... .... .. .............. ...... .. ....................................... .. 

Pennsylvania ...... .. .... .... ...... .... .... ... ........................ ... . Philadelphia ASO ............................................ .... .. ..... ...................... ............. ... .. .. ....... .. 
Philadelphia NISMF . ... .. ... ........ .. ............ .................... ......... .................. .... .... .............. .. 
Philadelphia Naval Shipyard ... .... .. ...... . ........ ............. ... .. ..... ... ... .. ...... ... ..... .. .. .... ....... .... . 

Rhode Island .. .. ....................... .. ...... ..... ......... . .. ..... .... . Newport Naval Education and Training Center ................ .... .. ...... .... .... .. .. ...................... . 
South Carolina ....... ........ ..... ........ .... .. ........................ . Beaufort Marine Corps Air Station ............. .. .. .................. ... ............. .. ............ .............. .. 

Charleston Naval Weapons Station .. ......... ...... .... ....... ........................... .. .... .. .. ... ........ ... .. 
Tennessee ................ ............ .. ............ ............ .. . .. . ... .. . Memphis Naval Air Station ...... ... ... .. ........ .. .............. .. ..... ..... ........ ........... ... .. ....... ......... .. 
Texas .. .... ...... ... .. ...... ........ ............... .......................... . Corpus Christi Naval Air Station .......... ........ .......................... .............. ...................... .. .. 
Virginia ........... ..... .. .. ....... ....... ......... ....................... .. . Chesapeake MCSFBN NW ... .... .. ........ ..... ........................ .... ... .. .. ....... .. .... ......... .... ...... ... .. 

Craney Island FISC Annex ... ..... ... ...... .. .... ........ ... .... ............ .................. ...... ...... ............ . 
Norfolk Armed Forces College .................. ....................... .................... ... ... .... .............. .. .. 
Norfolk COMOPTEVFOR ..... .............. . ... ...... ........... .. .... ........... ..... ..... .. ........................ . . 
Norfolk NADEP .. ..... ...... ............... .. ........ ...... ........ .......... ........ ........ .. ............. ... ............ . 
Norfolk Naval Air Station .. ...... ...... ........ .. ......... ................... .. ..... ... ... ... .................... ... .. .. 
Norfolk Naval Station .. ......... .............. ........ .. ... .... .. ....... .. ...... .. .... .................. ..... ....... ... . . 
Norfolk Public Works Center .. ..... .......... .... ................... .................. ... ....... .. .. .. . .. ......... ... . 
Oceana Naval Air Station ......................... ....... ..... .. ...... .... ... ....... ..... .... .. .. .. ........ ..... ... .. . . 
Portsmouth Norfolk Naval Shipyard . .. ................ .. .. ..... ................................. ... ..... ... ..... . . 
Quantico MCCOMBDEV CMD .... ....... .. ........... .. .............. .......................... ....... : ........... .. 
Wallops I sland NSURFWPN CND ... . ...... ......................................... ......... .... ... .............. .. 

Washington ........ ...... .... .... ... ......... ................... .. ........ . Bangor Naval Submarine Base .... ....... .................................. ........ ................. ... .. .... ...... .. 
Everett Naval Station ..... ............. ........... ................... ..... ... ....... ........ ...... .... ............. .. ... .. 
Keyport NUWC Division .... .. .. ............. .. . .............. ....... .. ... .. ....... ..... ...... ..... .... ............... . .. 

Various Locations ... ...... ......... ...... .... .. ... .. ............. .... .. Wastewater Collection and Treatment Facilities .............. ........ .. ............ .... .. .............. .. .. .. 
Land Acquisition .................... ........... ....... ................... . ...... ...... .. .......... ......... . ....... .... ... . 

Amount 

$1,500 ,000 
$14 ,420,000 

$3 ,260,000 
$6 ,420 ,000 

$940,000 
$10 ,920,000 

$3 ,870 ,000 
$4 ,050 ,000 
$9 ,120,000 
$2,620 ,000 

$54,140 ,000 
$27 ,540 ,000 
$9,600,000 
$4,780,000 
$3 ,090 ,000 
$3 ,400 ,000 
$9,300,000 
$2 ,580,000 
$1,600 ,000 

$41,290 ,000 
$2 ,370,000 
$7,500,000 
$1,900 ,000 
$8,660 ,000 

$13 ,500 ,000 
$18,300,000 
$10 ,900,000 

$580,000 
$2,050 ,000 
$1,670,000 
$5,380,000 

$11 ,740 ,000 
$8,800 ,000 
$8,100,000 

$17,800 ,000 
$12 ,270 ,000 

$3 ,000 ,000 
$5,330 ,000 
$7,100,000 

$13,420,000 
$7 ,450 ,000 

$10,170 ,000 
$3 ,100,000 

$34 ,000,000 
$8,980 ,000 
$3 ,260,000 

$540 ,000 

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author
ization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(2), 

the Secretary of the Navy may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations out-

side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
forth in the fallowing table: 

Country 

Guam .. ........ ............... ... .. .... .... .... ... ................ ...... . .... . . 

Italy .... ..... .. ....... ................ ....... ..... ... .......... .. ........... .. .. 

Spain .. ....... ............ .. .. .. ..... ...... ....... .... ........ ... ..... ...... .. . 
Various Locations ... ..... ...... ......... .............. ......... ......... . 

Navy: Outside the United Statea 

Inatallation or location 

Naval Hospital .. .................. ........ .... . .. . .. ........ .... .. .... .. ... .......................... ................. .. ... .. 
MSCO ....... ... ........................................ ... ............... .. .. ............... .... ..................... .... .. .... . 
Anderson Air Force Base NAF .......................... ................ .... .. ........ .. .......................... .. .. 
Naval Magazine .... . .. .. .. ... ..... .. ... .... .. .. .... ...................... ...... ... .. ....... .. .... ....... .... ....... .. ...... . 
Naval Ocean Communication Center ... .............................. ............ ... ... ... .... ................... .. 
Naval Station .. ...... .. ............ .. .............. ... ...... .................. ..... ........... ................ . 
Fleetllndustrial Supply Center ........ ...... ...... .................. ............ .. ..... ... ... ...... ........ ... ... ... . . 
Public Works Center ............. ......... .......................................... .............. ...... ................. . 
Naples NSA .... ....... ....... .............. ...... .. .... .............................. ............ ....... ......... ....... .. ... . 
Sigonella Naval Air Station .... ................ ................ ........... .................. .. .. ..... ... ............. . . 
Rota Naval Station ................... .. .......... .. .. .. .... ............ ... .. ........................... ... ... ...... .. .... . 
Host Nation Infrastructure Support ..................... .. .................................. .. ...... .......... .. .. . 
Land Acquisition .. .. .. ...... .. .. ...... .............. .... .. ... ..... ..................... .. . .............. ............. .. .. . . 

Amount 

$2 ,460 ,000 
$2 ,170,000 
$7,310,000 
$3 ,750 ,000 

$690,000 
$14 ,520 ,000 
$22,440 ,000 
$20,680 ,000 
$11 . 7 40 ,000 
$13 ,760,000 

$2 ,670,000 
$2,960,000 

$800,000 

SEC. 2202. FAMILY HOUSING. 
(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.-Using 

amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

ization of appropriations in section 
2204(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the Navy may 
construct or acquire family housing units (in-

eluding land acquisition) at the installations, 
for the purposes, and in the amounts set forth 
in the fallowing table: 

Navy: Family Housing 

State Installation Purpose 

California .......... .. .. ...................................... San Diego Navy Public Works Center ................ .. ........ ....... . 318 units ............ ............................. .. 
District of Columbia ...... ............................... Washington Navy Public Works Center .. ............ .... .. ........... 188 units .. ............ ............................ . 
Florida .. .. .... .. ...... .. .... .. .. . ..... .. .. .. .. .. .......... .... Pensacola Navy Public Works Center .. .. . .. .. ...... .... .. .... .. ...... . Housing Self Help/ Warehouse ........... . 
Georgia .. .......... ...... .. .. ....................... .. ......... Kings Bay NSB ......................... ..... ............. ........ .. .......... ... Housing Office/Self Help/Warehouse ... 
Maine ........ ...... ..................... .. ... ...... ............ Brunswick NAS .......... ............... ................ .. ~ ......... . ....... . ... . Mobi le Home Spaces ...... ... ......... ...... . . 
Virginia .. ...... ......... ..................... ................. Norfolk PWCINAB Little Creek.. ..... .... ........ .. .. ..... ...... .......... 392 units .. .. .. .... .. ............................. .. 

Oceana NAS ............ .. ... . ... .. ... ......... ...... .......... ........ ........... . Community Center ............. .. ........... . . 
Washington ..... ... ... .................... ..... ...... ....... Bangor NAVSUBASE ......................... .............. ...... .... ....... . 290 units ..... .. ........ ........................... . 
United Kingdom ........ ....................... :.. ...... ... London NA VACTS ..... ... ... .......... .. ........ .... .. .... .. .. ... ............. 81 units .......... .. .. ... ........................... . 

Amount 

$36 ,571 ,000 
$21 ,556,000 

$300,000 
$790 ,000 
$490 ,000 

$50 ,674 ,000 
$860,000 

$27,438,000 
$15 ,470 ,000 
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(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.-Using amounts 

appropriated pursuant to the authorization of 
appropriations in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Sec
retary of the Navy may carry out architectural 
and engineering services and construction de
sign activities with respect to the construction 
or improvement of military family housing units 
in an amount not to exceed $22,924,000. 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 220J(a), 
$550,320,000. 

Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
J993 (Public Law J02--484, 106 Stat. 2590), 
$10 ,000,000. 

SEC. 2203. IMPROVEMENTS TO MIUTARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the 
Navy may improve existing military family 
housing units in the amount of $190,696,000. 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 220J (b), 
$J05,950,000. 

(3) For unspecified minor construction 
projects authorized by section 2805 of title JO, 
United States Code, $5,500,000. 

(4) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title 10, United States Code, $78,573,000. 

(b) LIMITATION OF TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC
TION PROJECTS.-Notwithstanding the cost vari
ations authorized by section 2853 of title JO , 
United States Code, and any other cost vari
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 220J of this 
Act may not exceed the total amount authorized 
to be appropriated under paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of subsection (a). 

(5) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition of mili

tary family housing and facilities, $367,769,000. 

TITLE XXIII-AIR FORCE 

SEC. 2301. AUTHORIZED AIR FORCE CONSTRUC-
(B) For support of military housing (including 

functions described in section 2833 of title JO, 
United States Code), $860,055,000, of which not 
more than $113,308,000 may be obligated or ex
pended for the leasing of military family hous
ing units worldy.iide. 

TION AND LAND ACQUISITION 
PROJECTS. SEC. 2204. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

NAVY. 
(a) JN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby author

ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin
ning after September 30, 1993, for military con
struction, land acquisition, and military family 
housing functions of the Department of the 
Navy in the total amount of $J ,978,J67,000 as 
follows: 

(6) For the construction of the large anachoic 
chamber facility at the Patuxent River Naval 
Warfare Center, Aircraft Division , Maryland, 
authorized by section 220J(a) of the Military 

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to . the author
ization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(J). 
the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations in
side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
forth in the fallowing table: 

Air Force: Inside the United States 

State Installation or location 

Alabama . .. . .. . ... ......... ... .... . .. ... ... .. . .. . .. . .. . .. . .. .. . .. . .. ... ... .. . . Gunter Air Force Base Annex .... ...... ............. .. . ............................ ........ ... .. ........ ....... ....... . 
Maxwell Air Force Base ........................ ... .. ..... ... .... ... ... ... .. .................. .. ....... ... ................ . 

Alaska . . .. .. . .. . .. .. .. ... .. .. . .. . ... ........ .. . .. . .. . .. . . . .. . .. ... . .. . .. ..... .. Eielson Air Force Base .. ..... .... ... ................ ... ..... ..... ....... ........ .... .... .. ....... ... ...... .. .. ..... ....... . 
Elmendorf Air Force Base . ............. ... ....... ......... ................ ............... ........ ..... . ... ........ ..... . . 

Arizona ........ .... ..... ................. . .... ... ..... .... ..... ............... Davis Monthan Air Force Base ......... ..... ........................ ... ... ........ .......... .. .... ... ... .. ........... . 
Luke Air Force Base ...... ...... .... .. ....... ... . .. ... .... .. .. ................ ...................... .. ..................... . 
Navajo Army Depot .............................. ........ ... ..... ............ ...... ... ..... .. .... .. ..... ... ............ .... . 

Arkansas .. ... .. . .. . .. . .. . . .. .. .. . .. . .. .. .. .. ... . .. .. . . . . .. . .. . . . . .. . . ... . .. . . Little Rock Air Force Base ............... .... ...... ............. .... .. ... .... .. . .. .. .. .. ...... .. .. ...... ... ... ... ...... . . 
California . . ... .. ... .. . . . . .. . .. . .. . .. .. . ... ... .. ....... .. .. ... . .. . ... . .. .. . .. . Beale Air Force Base ......... ..... .......... . .. .. .... ....... ... ........................................... ..... ........ .. . . 

Edwards Air Force Base .. .. .... ... ..... .. ... . ... ................ ... ..... ...... .. .. ... .... ......... ... ... ............ .. .. . 
McClellan Air Force Base ... .. ...... .... ... ... .. .. .... ........... ... ..... .. .. .. .. .. ..... ... ....... ..... ........ .. .. ..... . 
Travis Air Force Base ........................................ . .................. ...... ... ................... ... ........... . 
Vandenberg Air Force Base ................. ........ .. .. .... ... ... .... .. ......................... .. ... ... ... ... .. .. . .... . 

Colorado . . . . .. . ... .. .. . .... .. .. . .. . . .. . . ... ... ... .. ... . .. . .. .. ... . . ..... .. . .. . Buckley Air National Guard Base .... .. ................................. ............... ... ..... ...... ........ .. ..... . 
Cheyenne Mountain Air Force Base ........... .... .. ............ .. ...... .. . .... .......... .. ... ...... .. .. .... ....... . 
Peterson Air Force Base ...... .............. .... ... ....... ..... ......... ....... ... ......... ....... ...... ... ............... . 
United States Air Force Academy ········ ·······················'······· ······ ········· ··· ················· ··· ·· ······ 

Delaware .. . . . ..... ... ..... .. ..... .. . .. . .. . .. . ..... .. . .. . . .. .. ... . .. ... ... .. . . Dover Air Force Base ..... ...... ........... ........ .. ... ... . .... ...... .. .. ...... ...................... .. ........... ........ . 
District of Columbia .. . . ... . . ... .. . . . . . . . .. .. . . ...... ..... .. . ..... ..... .. Bolling Air Force Base .... ..... .... ...... .. .. ... ...... .. ..... .. ........ .... ............. .................................. . 
Florida ...... ..... ..... .... .. .. .... ..... ....................................... Cape Canaveral Air Force Station ................ .. ... ....... ... .... ... ... .. ........ ................. .. .. .... .. ..... . 

Eglin Air Force Base .... .......... ...... ...... ... .. ............................. ..... .. ........ ..... ............. .. ........ . 
Eglin Auxiliary Field No. 9 .. .......... .. ..................................................................... .. ....... . . 
Patrick Air Force Base ............. .. .... ... .... .... .... .. ... .... .... ... ............... ................ .... ......... ... .. . 
Tyndall Air Force Base ............. .. ...... ... ......... ............... ................. ... ...... ......... ...... ...... ... . 

Georgia ......... ... ... ... ... ... ... .. ...... ....... ........ ..... .. .. .. .... .. ... . Moody Air Force Base ... ...... .. .. ... ......... ... ... ..... ..... ......... ... ..... .. .. ...... ... ....... .. ... ........ ... .. .. .. . 
Robins Air Force Base .......... .... .... .... ....... ... ................................. .. ..... .. ...... .... ..... ..... ...... . 

Hawaii .. . .. . .. . . .. .. . . . .. . ... ..... .. . .. ... . .. ... . ... .. . ... .. ... .. . .. ... ....... Hickam Air Force Base .. ......... ..... .... .... .. ..... .... ......... ..... .. .. .. .. ............ ...... ..... .................. . . 
Kaena Point ......................... ... ... .. ... ...... ........ ........... ..... ........ .... ..... ... ... .............. .... ... ... .. . 

Illinois ... .. . . . . . . . .... ... . . .... .. ... ... .. . . .. . .. . .. . .. .. . . .. ... ... ... ...... ... Scott Air Force Base ... ... ... ... .............................. ..... ..... .... ........ .... .. ... ....... .. ... .. .. .............. . 
Kansas . .. .. . .. .. .. ... ... ... .. ........ .. ..... .. .. .... .. ... . ...... ... .. ... .. . . . . McConnell Air Force Base ............................... .. ......... ... ............ .... .. .. ...... ....... .... ... ...... ... . 
Louisiana . .. . ... .. . ..... .. . ... ...... .. . . . . .. . ... .. .. . .. . .. . . .. . . . .. . .. ... .. . . Barksdale Air Force Base .... ... ......................................................... ....... ..... ... ..... .......... . . 
Maryland . . .. . .... . .. . .. ........ .. .... .. .. ... .. .. . . .. . . . .... . ... . .. . .. .. . .. . . Andrews Air Force Base ....... .... ...................................................... ..... .. ....... .... ... ..... .... .. . . 
Mississippi ... .. .... .... . ... .. .... .. . ......... ... .. . .. .. . ... ... .. .. . . .. ... .. . . Columbus Air Force Base ..................... ..... .. .................. ....... ...... ... .. ......... .... ....... ... ... ...... . 

Keesler Air Force Base ......................... .. ........... .. .................... .... ........ ........ .................... . 
Missouri ... . . . . ... ... .. .. .. . . .. .. ... . .. .. . . .. . ...... .. . .. . ..... .. ... . .... ..... Whiteman Air Force Base .. .... ..... .... ... ... ...... .... .. ..... ..... .. .. ... .... ... ... ... ......... ... .. ... ..... ... ....... . 
Montana .. . . . . .. . ... .. .. . .. ... . .. . .. .. .. . . . . . .. .. . . .. ... . ... .. .. ... . .... .. .. . Malmstrom Air Force Base .................. .................. .... ..... .. ..... . ..... ... .... ..... ... ............... ...... . 
Nebraska .... .. .. ... ............ ..... ..... .. .... ... .. :.... .... ................ Offutt Air Force Base ...... ......... ... .... .. ... ... ... ... ........... ..... ................ .. ... ..... .. ... ............. ..... . 
Nevada ....... ... ........................................ \ ... .......... .. ...... Nellis Air Force Base ...................... .... .... ....... ..... ........ ...... .. .... ... .... ..... ... ...... .... .. .......... ... . 
New Jersey ... .. ....... .. .... .. .. ... .. ; .... ... .. ... .... ..... ........ ...... ... McGuire Air Force Base ......... ... : ............................... ...... ........ .. ... ..... ...... . : ..... .... ...... ....... . 
New Mexico ................................ ..... ... .. ......... .... .......... Cannon Air Force Base .. .. .... ...... ... ...... ...... .................................. .... ... .... .... .. .... ............... . 

Holloman Air Force Base ............. .................... ..... ... .. .. : .... ......... ..... .... .. .... .......... ............ . 
Kirtland Air Force Base ....................... .. ..... ................. . .. ........ .. . ..... .... .. .. ... . : .. ................. . 

New York .. .. .. . .. ...... ... . .. ... .. .. .. .. ... . ..... ... ... .. ... . . . . .. . ... .... . . Plattsburg Air Force Base .... .......... ..... ...... ................................................... .... .. ... .. .. ...... . 
North Carolina .... .. . .. . ... . ... .... .. .... ... . ..... ... . ... .. ... ..... ... .. .. Pope Air Force Base ........ ................ ...... . .. ...... . ... ..... ...... .......... ... .... ....... .. .. ..... ..... .. .... ..... . 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base .. ............................................................................ ...... . 
North Dakota .. .... ..... .. .. ....... .. . .. ... ... .. . .. .. ..... ...... .. ... .. . ... Grand Forks Air Force Base ..... ... ... ........ . ... .................................... ...................... .. .. ... .... . 

Minot Air Force Base ... .... .... .... ............................... .. .................... ... ........ ... .. ... .............. . 
Ohio . ....................... .. ....... ....... .. .... .. ............ .... ........ . ... Wright-Patterson Air Force Base .. .... ... ... .. ... .......... .. ... .... ............. ... ........... .. ...... ... ........... . 
Oklahoma ....................... ..... .... ... :. ............... .... ... .... ... .. Altus Air Force Base ............... ... ..... ... .... ... ....... .. ......... .. ... ...... .. .. ... ... .. ..... ... ....... .............. . 

Tinker Air Force Base ..... ....... .................. ... ..... ........... .... ......... ...... .. ... .. ............ .......... .. .. . 
Vance Air Force Base .... ... .... ....... ........... .. ........ .... .. ... ................ ....... ...... ..... ....... ............ . 

South Carolina ..... ... ... ... ... .. ... ...... .. . ... .. . .. ... ... . . . . . .... .. . ... Charleston Air Force Base ... ...... ......... ..... ... ..... .... ..... ... ..... ...... .......... ...... ....... .. .. ... .......... . 
Shaw Air Force Base ........... .............. , ........................ .. .. ....... ... .. ... .............. .. ................. . 

South Dakota ....... ... ............ ... . .... . :. ........ ... .. . .. .. . .... .. . .. . Ellsworth Air Force Base ....... ........ ............. ..... ............... .. .... ...... ....... ....... . ... ...... ..... .. ..... . 
Tennessee .. .... ... ...... ... :.......... ....................................... Arnold Air Force Base ..... .... ..... ... .... ...... : ....... ......... .. ... . ..... .... .. ... ...... ...... ... .. ... ................ . 

Amount 

$4,680,000 
$16 ,170,000 

$7,800,000 
$30 ,805 ,000 

$7,350,000 
$12,750 ,000 

$7,250,000 
$4,500,000 
$3,150,000 

$11,300 ,000 
$10,200,000 
$19,140,000 
$20,728,000 
$21 ,500,000 
$4,450 ,000 

$21 ,030,000 
$11 ,680 ,000 
$7,760,000 
$2,000,000 

$19 ,200,000 
$12,050,000 
$7,829,000 
$3,850,000 
$2,600 ,000 

$13 , 700,000 
$40 ,370 ,000 
$10 ,250 ,000 
$7,350 ,000 
$7 ,450 ,000 
$1,900 ,000 
$2 ,560,000 

$17,990,000 
$2,900,000 
$8,710,000 

$36,388,000 
$7,700,000 

$11,000,000 
$10 ,100,000 
$4 ,000,000 

$11 ,915 ,000 
$9,200,000 

$11 ,944 ,000 
$5,100,000 
$8 ,600 ,000 
$5,380,000 
$5,850,000 
$2,000,000 

$27,650,000 
$7,710 ,000 

$20,749,000 
$11,000,000 

$1 ,100 ,000 
$5 ,870,000 
$6,830,000 
$1 ,500,000 
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Air Force: Inside the United States-Continued 

State Installation or location 

Memphis Naval Air Station ............... ....................... ......... .. .... .. ... .. ............ .. .... ........... .... . 
Texas .. . . . .. . .. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. . .. . .. . .. .. . .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. . . . Brooks Air Force Base ..... ........... .... ...... .. ... .. ..... .............. .... ....................... ...... .... .... .... .. .. 

Dyess Air Force Base ............... ...... .... .............. .. .... ... .............. .. ....... ............................... . 
Goodfellow Air Force Base ............. ..................... ... ............................... .. ............ ............ . 
Kelly Air Force Base .... ...................... ................................ ....... .... .. ........... .... ......... ........ . 
Lackland Air Force Base ..................... ... .. ... ... ...... ....................... .. ................................. . 
Laughlin Air Force Base ............. ... ... .. ........................................................ ... ... ..... ...... ... . 
Randolph Air Force Base ...... ... ..................................... .... ........ .... .... .... ...... ..... ....... ........ . 
Reese Air Force Base ................ ................. ...... ... ................ ..... ....... ........ .... ... ... ....... ...... . . 
Sheppard Air Force Base ...... .. ............... ... .. ....... ......... .......... .... .......... .... ...... .... .... .......... . 

Utah ... .. . . . ...... ... .. . .. . .. . .. .... ..... ... .. . .. . .. ........... .. ............. . Hill Air Force Base ... .. .................................................................................................... . 
Virginia . . . . . ..... ... . .. ...... .. . .. . ..... ... . .. .. . ...... ... .. . .. . .. . . . .... .. ... Langley Air Force Base ......... ...... .. .. ...... ... ............. ............ ............ .... ........... ... ....... .. ..... .. 
Washington ................................................................ , Fairchild Air Force Base ............. .. ...... .... ... ..................... .... ........ ... ................ .. ....... ....... .. 

McGhord Air Force Base ..... .............. ............ .. .... .... ... .......... ............................. ............ . .. 
Wyoming .. ..... . .. .. . . .. . .. . .. ............ ...... .. ..... ... . .. ...... .... . ... .. F.E. Warren Air Force Base ............................... .......... ... ................. ..... .. ........................ . 
Various Locations . .. . .. . .. . ... ... .. .. . ... .... .... . ... .. .. ...... . ... ...... Classified ................ ................... ....................... ... .......................... .............. .. ...... ........ . .. 

Amount 

$6,200 ,000 
$8,400,000 

$15 ,590,000 
$3 ,700 ,000 

$27,481 ,000 
$30 ,093 ,000 

$8,650,000 
$5 ,300 ,000 

$900 ,000 
$18,030,000 
$27,980,000 
$12 '450 ,000 
$3,500,000 

$10,900,000 
$12,640,000 
$8,140,000 

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author
ization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(2), 

the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire real 
property and may carry out military construc
tion projects for the installations and locations 

outside the United States, and in the amounts, 
set forth in the following table: 

Air Force: Outside the United States 

Country Installation or location 

Antigua Island .. . .. .. .... .... . ... . .. ... . ... .. .. ........................ ... Antigua Air Station ... .. ....... ... ......................... ....... ............ .. ....................... .................... . 
Ascension Island .. ... .... ..... .... .......... ... . ....................... ... Ascension Auxiliary Air Field ............. .. ..... ........................................... .. .... ............. ..... .. . 
Germany .. . .. . . . ... .. . .. .... .. ... . .. .. . .. . . . ...... . .. . .... . ..... . .. . .. ... . ... Ramstein Air Base .. ..... ... .............. ................ ....... ........... ..... ......................... ... .............. .. 
Greenland . .. . . .. .. .. . ... ... .... .. .. . .. ... . ..... .. . .. . .. . .. ..... . .. . .. . .. . . .. Thule Air Base .................. ... ........ .... ........... ............. ..... .. ... ... ... ..... ... ... .... .. ...... ........ ....... . 
Guam ... . . .. . .. ...... . .. . .... . .. ...... .... ... .. .. . .. . .. . .. . .. . .. .. . . . . .. ... . . . . Andersen Air Force Base ............................................................................................... .. 
Indian Ocean .. .. . .. ............... ...... .. ... .. . .. . .. . ... . . ... .. . .. . .. . ... Diego Garcia Air Base ........ ..... ......................................................... ......... .. ......... .......... . 
Oman .......................................................................... Thumrait Air Base ........ .............. ...... ..... ... .................................................. ....... ............. . 
Turkey .. . .. ... ...... ... .. .... . . ...... . ... .... ... . .. .... ... ..... .. . ... ...... ... Incirlik Air Base ....... ...................................................................................................... . 
United Kingdom . .. .. . ...... .. . .. . . ...... . . .. . .. .. . .. . .. .. .. .. . .. . .. .. . .. .. RAF Mildenhall .............. .... ........................ ...... ... ... ..... ........ .................................... .. .... . 
Classified .. ..... . .. . .. . . . ...... ... .. . ... . . ...... . .. ... .. . ... .. . .. . . .. .. .. . .. .. Classified Location ............................................................................. ......... .... ............... . 

Amount 

$1,000,000 
$3,400 ,000 
$3,100,000 
$5,492,000 
$4,100,000 
$2,260,000 
$1,800 ,000 
$2,400 ,000 
$4,800,000 
$5,500,000 

SEC. 2302. FAMILY HOUSING. 

(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

ization of appropriations in section 
2304(a)(7)( A), the Secretary of the Air Force may 
construct or acquire family housing units (in-

eluding land acquisition) at the installations, 
for the purposes, and in the amounts set forth 
in the fallowing table: 

Air Force: Family Housing 

State or Country Installation Purpose Amount 

Alabama .... ........ ..... .. .................................. . Maxwell Air Force Base .... ....... .. ....................... ... .. ............. 55 units ............................................ . $4,080,000 
$980,000 

$21,907,000 
$15 ,388 ,000 
$5,732,000 
$7 ,424,000 
$8 ,578,000 
$5,135 ,000 

Arkansas ....................... .............................. Little Rock Air Force Base ........ .... ...................................... Housing Office/Maintenance Facility 
California ........................ .. .... .......... ............ Vandenberg Air Force Base ................................................. 166 units .......................................... . 
Florida .. .......................... ............................ Patrick Air Force Base ....................................................... 155 units .. .. ...... ........... .................... .. 

Tyndall Air Force Base ......... ...... .. ...... ...... .. ...... .. .... .. .... .. .... Infrastructure .. ......... ...... .......... ...... .. 
Georgia ....................................... ................. Robins Air Force Base .......... .............................................. 117 units .................................... : .... .. 
Louisiana ................... ...................... .... ....... Barksdale Air Force Base ............. ........ ... ................ .... ....... 118 units .......... .. .............................. . 
Massachusetts ........................ .. ..... ............... Hanscom Air Force Base ........ .............................. .... ........... 48 units ............................................ . 
Montana ...... .. ................. .... .... .. .. .. .... .. .... .. .. . Malmstrom Air Force Base ........ ............ ........ ... ................... Housing Office .. ......... .. .......... .. ........ . $581,000 

$281,000 
$8,770,000 

$452,000 
$184 ,000 

$10,572 ,000 

Texas............ .................. ... ... ........... ... .. ...... . Dyess Air Force Base ...................................................... .... Housing Maintenance Facility ......... .. 
Lackland Air Force Base ................. .... .... .. ...... ........ ...... .... . 111 units .... .. .. .. .............................. .. . 

Virginia . ..... .. ... ... ... ...... . .. ..... ...... ... ... . ... ........ Langley Air Force Base . . . ... . ... .. ... . .. . .. .. . .. . .. . .. . .. . . . . .. ..... . .. . ... . Housing Office ................................. . 
Washington .. .... .. .. ............ .... ..... .... .. ....... .. ... Fairchild Air Force Base ............ .... .. .. ... .. ...... .... ... .. .... .. .. ..... 1 unit ................ .... ............ .............. . 
Wyoming ....... ....................... ... .. .... .............. F.E. Warren Air Force Base ........... ...... .. ............................. 104 units ............. .... ............... ......... .. 
Italy ..... .. .. .. ............. .. ............................. .. .. . Comiso Air Base ................................................................. 460 units ............ .. ................ .. .... .. .... . $20,200,000 

(b) PLANNING AND DESJGN.-Using amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of 
appropriations in section 2304( a)(7)( A), the Sec
retary of the Air Force may carry out architec
tural and engineering services and construction 
design activities with respect to the construction 
or improvement of military family housing units 
in an amount not to exceed $11,901,000. 

SEC. 2303. IMPROVEMENTS TO MIUTARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2304(a)(7)( A), the Secretary of the Air 
Force may improve existing military family 
housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$61,181,000. 

SEC. 2304. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 
AIR FORCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL-Funds are hereby author
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin
ning after September 30, 1993, for military con
struction, land acquisition, and military family 
housing functions of the Department of the Air 
Force in the total amount of $2,031,428,000 as 
follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 2301(a), 
$794,492,000. 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 2301(b), 

. $33,852,000. 
(3) For unspecified minor construction 

projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $11,844,000. 

(4) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title JO, United States Code, $63,882,000. 

(5) For advances to the Secretary of Transpor
tation for construction of Defense Access Roads 
under section 210 of title 23, United States Code, 
$7,150,000. 

(6) For the balance of the amount authorized 
under section 2301(a) of the Military Construc
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (di
vision B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2594) 
for the construction of the climatic test chamber 
at Eglin Air Force Base, Florida, $57,000,000. 

(7) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition of mili

tary family housing and facilities, $183,346,000. 
(B) For support of military housing (including 

functions described in section 2833 of title 10, 
United States Code), $869,862,000 of which not 
more than $118,266,000 may be obligated or ex
pended for leasing of military family housing 
units worldwide. 

(8) For phase II of the relocation and con
struction of up to 1,068 family housing units at 
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Scott Air Force Base, Illinois, authorized by sec
tion 2302(a) of the Military Construction Au
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
102-484, 106 Stat. 2590), $10,000,000. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC
TION PROJECTS.-Notwithstanding the cost vari
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10, 
United States Code, and any other cost vari
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2301 of this 
Act may not exceed the total amount authorized 
to be appropriated under paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of subsection (a). 
SEC. 2305. RELOCATION OF AIR FORCE ACTIVI· 

TIES FROM SIERRA ARMY DEPOT, 
CALIFORNIA, TO BEALE AIR FORCE 
BASE, CALIFORNIA 

(a) STUDENT DORMITORY.-Section 2301(a) of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis
cal Year 1991 (division B of Public Law 101-510; 
104 Stat. 1769) is amended in the matter under 
the heading "CALIFORNIA"-

(1) by striking out "Sierra Army Depot, 
$3,650,000. "; and 

(2) by striking out "Beale Air Force Base, 
$6,300,000." and inserting in lieu thereof the fol
lowing: " Beale Air Force Base, $9,950,000. ". 

(b) MUNITION MAINTENANCE FACILITY.-Sec
tion 2301(a) of the Military Construction Au
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1992 (division B 
of Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1521) is amend
ed in the matter under the heading " CALIFOR
NIA"-

(1) by striking out "Sierra Army Depot, 
$2,700,000. ";and 

(2) by striking out "Beale Air Force Base, 
$2,250,000." and inserting in lieu thereof the fol
lowing: "Beale Air Force Base, $4,950,000. ". 
SEC. 2306. COMBAT ARMS TRAINING AND MAINTE

NANCE FACILITY RELOCATION FROM 
WHEELER AIR FORCE BASE, HAWAII, 
TO UNITED STATES ARMY 
SCHOFIELD BARRACKS OPEN 
RANGE, HAWAII. 

Section 2301(a) of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (division 
B of Public Law 101-510; 104 Stat. 1770) is 
amended in the matter under the heading "HA
WAII"-

(1) by striking out "Wheeler Air Force Base, 
$3,500,000." and inserting in lieu thereof the fol
lowing: "Wheeler Air Force Base, $2,100,000. "; 
and 

(2) by inserting after the item relating to 
Hickam Air Force Base the fallowing new item: 

"United States Army Schofield Barracks Open 
Range, $1,400,000. ". 
SEC. 2307. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER FUNDS AS 

PART OF THE IMPROVEMENT OF 
DYSART CHANNEL, LUKE AIR FORCE 
BASE, ARIZONA 

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.-Subject to sub
sections (b) and (c), the Secretary of Air Force 
may transfer to Maricopa County, Arizona (in 
this section referred to as the "County"), funds 
appropriated for fiscal years beginning after 
September 30, 1993, for a project, authorized in 
section 2301(a) of this Act, to widen and make 
other improvements to the Dysart Channel that 
are needed to prevent flooding of Luke Air 
Force Base, Arizona. 

(b) USE OF FUNDS.-All funds transferred pur
suant to subsection (a) shall be used by the 
County only for the purpose of conducting the 
project described in such subsection. 

(c) CONDITIONS ON TRANSFER.-Funds may 
not be transferred pursuant to subsection (a) 
until after the date on which the Secretary and 
the County enter into an agreement that ad
dresses cost sharing for the widening and other 
improvements to be made to the Dysart Channel 
and such other matters associated with the 
project as the Secretary considers to be appro
priate. 

(d) LIMITATION ON AIR FORCE COST SHARE.
The Air Force share of the costs of the project 
described in subsection (a) may not exceed the 
lesser of-

(1) 50 percent of the total project cost; or 
(2) $6,000,000. 
(e) ACQUISITION OF REAL PROPERTY.-Any ac

quisition of real property for the project de
scribed in subsection (a) by the County on be
half of the Air Force shall require the approval 
of the Secretary of the Air Force . Upon comple
tion of the project, all right, title, and interest 
in real property contiguous to the existing right
of-way so acquired shall be transferred to the 
United States. 
SEC. 2308. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER FUNDS FOR 

SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION FOR 
LACKLAND AIR FORCE /JASE, TEXAS. 

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.-Subject to sub-
section (b), the Secretary of the Air Force may 
trans! er to the Lackland Independent School 

Defense Agencies: Inside the United States 

District, Texas, not more than $8,000,000 of the 
funds appropriated by the Military Construc
tion Appropriations Act, 1993 (Public Law 102-
380; 106 Stat. 1366) , pursuant to the authoriza
tion of appropriations in section 2304(a)(l) of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of Public Law 102-
484; 106 Stat. 2596) for military construction re
lating to Lackland Air Force Base, Texas, as 
authorized in section 2301(a) of such Act. 

(b) USE OF FUNDS.-All funds transferred pur
suant to subsection (a) shall be used by the 
Lackland Independent School District to pay for 
the design and construction of a new high 
school, the renovation of an elementary school, 
and the design and construction of a new kin
dergarten and special education facility. 

SEC. 2309. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER FUNDS AS 
PART OF THE REPLACEMENT FAMILY 
HOUSING PROJECT AT SCOTT AIR 
FORCE BASE, ILLINOIS. 

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.-Subject to sub
section (b), the Secretary of the Air Force may 
transfer to the County of St. Clair, Illinois (in 
this section referred to as the "County"), funds 
appropriated for the construction of 1,068 units 
of military family housing at Scott Air Force 
Base, Illinois, as authorized in section 2302(a) of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of Public Law 102-
484; 106 Stat. 2595). 

(b) USE OF FUNDS.-All funds transferred pur
suant to subsection (a) shall be used by the 
County to pay for the construction of a replace
ment family housing complex for Scott Air Force 
Base at a location acceptable to the Secretary of 
the Air Force. 

TITLE XXIV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 

SEC. 2401. AUTHORIZED DEFENSE AGENCIES 
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI· 
TION PROJECTS. 

(a) I NSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author
ization of appropriations in section 2403(a)(l), 
the Secretary of Defense may acquire real prop
erty and carry out military construction projects 
for the installations and locations inside the 
United States, and in the amounts, set forth in 
the fallowing table: 

Agency Installation or location Amount 

Defense Logistics Agency ............................. ... ......... ... . Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office, Fairbanks, Alaska ............... .. .. .. .................. . 
Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office, March Air Force Base, California ...... ; .......... . 
Defense Fuel Support Point , Pearl Harbor, Hawaii .. .. ............ ...... .. .............. .................... . 
Defense Construction Supply Center , Columbia, Ohio ............ ................ .. ........................ . 
Defense Electronic Supply Center , Dayton, Ohio .......... .... .. ........ ........ .. .... ............ .......... .. 
Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office , Hill Air Force Base, Utah .................... ........ . 
Defense General Supply Center, Richmond, Virginia .................................. .. .................... . 
Fort Belvoir , Virginia ............ ............. ....... .............. ................. . .. ....... .... ........ ......... . : ... .. . 
Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma, Ari?ona .......... .................... ................................ .... .... .. 

Defense Medical Facility Office .................... .... ............ Cannon Air Force Base , New Mexico ...... ........ .. .. ................ .. .................. ...... .................. .. 
Edwards Air Force Base , California .............. .. .......... .................. .... .... .. .......................... . 
Ellsworth Air Force Base, South Dakota .... .... ..... ........................... .. .... ........ ............ .... .. .. 
Fairchild Air Force Base , Washington ........................... ...... .. ...... ............ ............ ...... ...... . 
Fort Detrick, Maryland ......... ................... .. ............ ..... ..... ................ ............ .. ............ ... . . 
Fort Eustis, Virginia ......... ..... ........ ................ .............................. ........ ............. .............. . 
Fort Sam Houston , Texas ............................................... .. ............................................. .. . 
Grand Forks Air Force Base , North Dakota .................... ...... .......................................... .. 
Naval Education Training Center, Rhode Island .............................................................. . 
Offutt Air Force Base , Nebraska ............ .. ....................................................................... . 

National Security Agency ............................................. Fort Meade, Maryland ................. .......... ... ..................................................................... . 
Office Secretary of Defense .................................. .. ...... . Various Locations, Special Activities, Air Force .. ........... .. ................................................ . 
Section 6 Schools........ ......... ..... . ................................... Camp Lejeune , North Carolina ....... ...................... ............ ............ ...................... ............ .. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina .. ............................................. ..... ... ......... ....... ...... .. .............. . 
Fort Campbell, Kentucky ................ ..... ........ ........... .............. ........ ........... ... ............... ..... . 
Fort Knox, Kentucky ..... ....................... ... ... .................................................................... . 
Fort McClellan, Alabama .. ....................... ....... ........ ...... .... .. ......... ... ............................ ... . . 
Quantico Marine Corps Base , Virginia .. ............... .................. .. .......... .................... ........ .. 
Robins Air Force Base, Georgia .. .. .... .......... ............. .. .... ........ ............................. ............ .. 

Special Operations Force .. ........ ............ .... ...... ... .... .. .. ... Eglin Auxiliary Field No. 9, Florida ...... .. .................. .... .. ...... .......................................... . 
Fort Campbell, Kentucky ........ ..... ......................... ...................... .. .................................. . 
Fort Bragg, North Carolina ................................... .... ...... ..... ........................... .... ........... .. 
Little Creek Naval Amphibious Base, Virginia ............ ...... ............. .............. ...... ...... .. .... .. . 

$6,500 ,000 
$630,000 

$2,250,000 
$3 ,100,000 
$6,000,000 
$1 ,700,000 

$17,000,000 
$5,200,000 
$6,000,000 

$13 ,600,000 
$1 ,700 ,000 
$1 ,400,000 
$8 ,250,000 
$4,300,000 
$3,650,000 
$4 ,800,000 

$860,000 
$4 ,000,000 
$1 ,100,000 

$53,630,000 
$16 ,355,000 
$1,793,000 
$8,838 ,000 

$13,182,000 
$7, 707,000 
$2,798,000 

$422 ,000 
$3,160,000 

$19,582,000 
$4,300,000 

$38,450,000 
$7,500,000 
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Agency 

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author
ization of appropriations in section 2403(a)(2). 

Defense Agencies: Inside tM United States-Continued 

Installation or location Amount 

Olmstead Field , Pennsylvania ..... .. ............ .... ... .. .. ....... .... ..... .. .. .... .... .... ... ...... ......... . .. ..... .. $1 ,300,000 

the Secretary of Defense may acquire real prop
erty and carry out military construction projects 
for the installations and locations outside the 

Defense Agencies: Outside the United States 

United States, and in the amounts, set forth in 
the fallowing table: 

Agency Installation or location Amount 

Defense Logistics Agency .. ... ............ ... ...... ........... .... .... Diego Garcia .... .. . ..... .. ........... ..... ......... ........... ... .. ...... .. .. .. ........ ... ...... .. .... ..... ..... ..... .... . ..... $9 ,558,000 

SEC. 2402. ENERGY CONSERVATION PROJECTS. 
Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the 

authorization of appropriations in section 
2403(a)(12), the Secretary of Defense may carry 
out energy conservation projects under section 
2865 of title JO, United States Code. 
SEC. 2403. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

DEFENSE AGENCIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby author

ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin
ning after September 30, 1993, for military con
struction, land acquisition. and military family 
housing functions of the Department of Defense 
(other than the military departments), in the 
total amount of $4,198,684,000 as follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 2401(a), 
$271,057,000. 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 2401(b), 
$15,358,000. 

(3) For military construction projects at Fort 
Sam Houston, Texas, hospital replacement, au
thorized by section 2401(a) of the Military Con
struction Authorization Act, 1987 (division B of 
Public Law 99-661 ; 100 Stat. 4035), $75,000,000. 

(4) For military construction projects at Ports
mouth Naval Hospital, Virginia, authorized by 
section 2401(a) of the Military Construction Au
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 
(division B of Public Law JOl-189; 103 Stat. 
1640), $20,000,000. 

(5) For military construction projects at Wal
ter Reed Institute of Research, Maryland, au
thorized by section 240J(a) of the Military Con
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
(division B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2599), $48,140,000. 

(6) For military construction projects at El
mendorf Air Force Base, Alaska, ho.spital re
placement, authorized by section 2401(a) of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of Public Law 102-
484; 106 Stat. 2599), $37,000,000. 

(7) For military construction projects at Fort 
Bragg, North Carolina, hospital replacement, 
authorized by section 2401(a) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993 (division B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2599), $35,000,000. 

(8) For military construction projects at 
Millington Naval Air Station, Tennessee, au
thorized by seciion 2401(a) of the Military Con
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
(division B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2599), $5,000,000. 

(9) For unspecified minor construction 
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $21,658,000. 

(10) For contingency construction projects of 
the Secretary of Defense under section 2804 of 
title 10, United States Code, $12,200,000. 

(11) For architectural and engineering services 
and for construction design under section 2807 
of title 10, United States Code, $42,405,000. 

Roosevelt Roads , Puerto Rico ........ ......... . ...... ...... .... .... .... ..... .. ..... ... ..... ... ..... ....... ..... ... ... .. . $5,800,000 

(12) For energy conservation projects author
ized by section 2402, $60,000,000. 

(13) For base closure and realignment activi
ties as authorized by title II of the Defense Au
thorization Amendments and Base Closure and 
Realignment Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 
2687 note), $127,870,000. 

(14) For base closure and realignment activi
ties as authorized by the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title 

.XXIX of Public Law 101-510; JO U.S.C. 2687 
note) : 

(A) For military installations selected for clo
sure or realignment in 1991, $2,200,500,000. 

(B) For military installations selected for clo
sure or realignment in 1993, $1,306,000,000. 

(15) For military family housing functions (in
cluding functions described in section 2833 of 
title 10, United States Code), $27,496,000, of 
which not more than $22,882,000 may be obli
gated or expended for the leasing of military 
family housing units worldwide. 

(b) LIMITATION OF TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC
TION PROJECTS.-Notwithstanding the cost vari
ations authorized by section 2853 of title JO, 
United States Code, and any other cost vari
ations authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2401 of this 
Act may not exceed the total amount authorized 
to be appropriated under paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of subsection (a) and subsection (b). 

TITLE XXV-NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 
ORGANIZATION INFRASTRUCTURE 

SEC. 2501. AUTHORIZED NATO CONSTRUCTION 
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

The Secretary of Defense may make contribu
tions for the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza
tion Infrastructure Program as provided in sec
tion 2806 of title 10, United States Code, in an 
amount not to exceed the sum of the amount au
thorized to be appropriated for this purpose in 
section 2502 and the amount collected from the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization as a result 
of construction previously financed by the Unit
ed States. 
SEC. 2502. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

NATO. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro

priated for fiscal years beginning after Septem
ber 30, 1993, for contributions by the Secretary 
of Defense under section 2806 of title 10, United 
States Code, for the share of the United States 
of the cost of projects for the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization Infrastructure Program as 
authorized by section 2501, in the amount of 
$240,000,000. 

TITLE XXVI-GUARD AND RESERVE 
FORCES FACILITIES 

SEC. 2601. AUTHORIZED GUARD AND RESERVE 
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI
TION PROJECTS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal years beginning after September 30, 1993, 

for the costs of acquisition , architectural and 
engineering services, and construction of facili
ties for the Guard and Reserve Forces , and for 
contributions therefor , under chapter 133 of title 
10, United States Code (including the cost of ac
quisition of land for those facilities) , the follow
ing amounts: 

(1) For the Department of the Army-
( A) for the Army National Guard of the Unit

ed States, $229,023,000; and 
(B) for the Army Reserve, $88,433,000. 
(2) For the Department of the Navy , for the 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve, $20,591,000. 
(3) For the Department of the Air Force-
( A) for the Air National Guard of the United 

States, $218,114,000; and 
(B) for the Air Force Reserve, $84,004,000. 

SEC. 2602. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY TO 
CARRY OUT LAND ACQUISITION FOR 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD TRAINING 
AREA IN MUSKINGUM COUNTY, 
omo. 

(a) REDUCTION IN FISCAL YEAR 1991 AUTHOR
IZATION.-Section 2601(1)(A) of the National De
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 
(Public Law 101-510; 104 Stat. 1781), as amended 
by section 2602(a)(l) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 
(Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1535), is further 
amended by striking out "$314,887,000" and in
serting in lieu thereof "$309,217,000". 

(b) PURPOSE OF REDUCTION.-The amount of 
the reduction in the amount authorized to be 
appropriated for the Army National Guard of 
the United States under section 2601 (1)( A) of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1991 corresponds to the amount authorized 
to be appropriated by such section for land ac
quisition to establish an Army National Guard 
Training Area in Muskingum County, Ohio, 
and the authority of the Secretary of Defense or 
the Secretary of the Army to carry out such 
land acquisition is hereby terminated. 

TITLE XXVII-EXPIRATION AND 
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEC. 2701. EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AND 
AMOUNTS REQUIRED TO BE SPECI
FIED BY LAW. 

(a) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AFTER 
THREE YEARS.-Except as provided in subsection 
(b), all authorizations contained in titles XXI 
through XXVI for military construction 
projects, land acquisition, family housing 
projects and facilities, and contributions to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Infrastruc
ture program (and authorizations of appropria
tions therefor) shall expire on the later of-

(1) October I, 1996; or 
(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au

thorizing funds for military construction for fis
cal year 1997. 

(b) EXCEPTION.-Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to authorizations for military construc
tion projects, land acquisition, family housing 
projects and facilities, and contributions to the 
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North Atlantic Treaty Organization Infrastruc
ture program (and authorizations of appropria
tions therefor) , for which appropriated funds 
have been obligated before the later of-

(1) October 1, 1996; or 
(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au

thorizing funds for fiscal year 1997 for military 
construction projects, land acquisition, family 
housing projects and facilities, or contributions 
to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization In
frastructure program. 

SEC. 2702. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 1991 
PROJECTS. 

(a) EXTENSJONS.-Notwithstanding section 
2701(b) of the Military Construction Authoriza
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (division B of Pub
lic Law 101- 510 , 104 Stat. 1758), authorizations 
for the projects set forth in the tables in sub
section (b), as provided in section 2101 , 2301 , or 
2401 of that Act and extended by section 2702(a) 
of the Military Construction Authorization Act 

Army: Extension of 1991 Project Authorizations 

for Fiscal Year 1992 (division B .of Public Law 
102-190; 105 Stat. 1535) , shall- remain in effect 
until October 1, 1994, or the date of the enact
ment of an Act authorizing funds for military 
construction for fiscal year 1995, whichever is 
later. 

(b) T ABLES.-The tables referred to in sub
section (a) are as follows: 

State Installation or location Prqject Amount 

Maryland . .. . .. .. . .. . .. ... .. .. .. . ... . .. . . . . . .. . .. ......... .. . Aberdeen Proving Ground .. ... .. .. .. .. . .... .. .. ... .. .. .. .. ........ .. .. ...... Toxicology Research Facility $33 ,000 ,000 
$3 ,050 ,000 
$2 ,150,000 

Missouri .. ........ .. .. .. .... .. .. .. .. .. .... .. .. .. .. ... ........ . Fort Leonard Wood .. .. .. . .... ..... .... .. .. .... .. .. .. ...... ...... .. .. .... .... .. Chi ld Development Center .... .... .. .. .... . 
Virginia .. . .. .. .... .. . .... .. .. .. ... .. .. .. .. .. .... .. . ... ........ Fort Myer ....... ...... .. .... .. .. .. .. .. .... .... .. .. ...... .... .. .. .... ...... .. .. .. ... Child Development Center ............... .. 

Air Force: Extension of 1991 Project Authorizations 

State Installation or location Prqject Amount 

Alaska ......................................................... Clear Air Force Station ............ ...... ..................... .... .. .......... Alter Dormitory (Phase II) .......... ... .. .. $5 ,000 ,000 
$3 ,650 ,000 
$4 ,550,000 

California .... .. ... .. .. . . .. ... . ...... ..... .. . ... ........ ..... . Sierra Army Depot .. ... .. ..... . .. ... .. ... . .. . .... . . .. ... .. . ... .. . .. . .. . .. ... .. . . Dormitory ...... ..... ........ .... .. ........ ....... . 
Colorado ...... .. .. .. .. ..... .... .. .... .... ...... ...... .... ..... Buckley Air National Guard Base .. .. .. ............ ...... .. .. .... .. .. .. . Child Development Center ................ . 

United States Air Force Academy ... .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .... .... .. . .. .. .. .. . Consolidated Education & Training 
Facility ....... ....... ..... ... ...... .. ... ... .. .. . 

Hawaii . . .. .. .... .. . .. .. .. .. . .. . .. .. . .. .. . .. .. .. . . .. .. .. . .. . . .. Hickam Air Force Base .. . . . . .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. ... . .. . .. . .. .. .. . .. . .. . . .. .. . . .. . Dormitory ...... ........ .. ... ... .......... ..... .. . . 
$15,000 ,000 
$6,100 ,000 

Wheeler Air Force Base ... .. .... .. .... .. . .... .... ..... ... .. .. .... .... .... .... . Combat Arms Training & Mainte-
nance Facility ....... ...... .. ................ . 

Oklahoma ... .... .......... .... .. .. ..... ...... .... ...... ...... Tinker Ai r Force Base .. ....... ...... .. ........ .. .... .. .. .. .... .. .... ...... .. .. A WACS Aircraft Fire Protection ...... .. 
Sl ,400 ,000 
$2 ,750,000 
$4 ,100,000 Texas .. .. .... .. ..... .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... .. .... ...... .. .. ...... .... Dyess Air Force Base .. . .. .. .... .. ... .. .. ..... ...... .. .... .... .... .. .. .. .. .. .. . Corrosion Control Facili ty .. .......... .... . 

Utah .. ...... .... .. ...... ...... ... .. .... .. ...... ...... .. ...... .. . Hill Air Force Base .. .. .. .... ..... .. .. ... .. ... .. ...... .. .. .. .. .. ...... .. .... .. .. Depot Warehouse ............ .. .... .. .... ..... . $16,000,000 

Defense Agencies: Extension of 1991 Prqject Authorizations 

State Installation or location Project Amount 

Maryland DLA, Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office , Fort 
Meade . ... . .. ... .. . ... . .. .. ... ... .... . . .. ... . . . . .. . .. . .. ... .. . .. . . .. ...... .... .. ... Covered Storage $9 ,500 ,000 

SEC. 2703. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 1990 
PROJECTS. 

(a) EXTENSJONS.-Notwithstanding section 
2701(b) of the Military Construction Authoriza
tion Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 (division 
B of Public Law 101-189, 103 Stat. 1645), author
izations for the projects set forth in the table in 

State 

subsection (b) , as provided in section 2301 of 
that Act (103 Stat. 1631) and extended by section 
2702(b) of the Military Construction Authoriza
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1992 (division B of Pub
lic Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1535) and section 2702 
of the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of Public Law 

Air Force: Extension of 1990 Project Authorizations 

Installation 

102-484; 106 Stat. 2604) , shall remain in effect 
until October 1, 1994, or the date of the enact
ment of an Act authorizing funds for military 
construction for fiscal year 1995, whichever is 
later. 

(b) TABLE.-The table referred to in subsection 
(a) is as follows: 

Project Amount 

Colorado Lowry Air Force Base .................................... .............. .. .. .. .. Computer operations facility $15 ,500,000 
$3 ,500,000 

SEC. 2704. EFFECTIVE DATE. 
Titles XX/, XX//, XX/I/ , XX/V, XXV, and 

XXVI shall take effect on the later of- · 
(1) October 1, 1993; and 
(2) the date of the enactment of this Act. 
TITLE XXVlll-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Subtitle A-Military Construction Program 
and Military Family Housing Changes 

SEC. 2801. INCREASE IN THE MAXIMUM AMOUNT 
AUTHORIZED TO BE OBLIGATED FOR 
EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION IN A 
FISCAL YEAR. 

Section 2803(c)(l) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "$30 ,000,000" 
and inserting in lieu thereof " $50,000,000 " . 
SEC. 2802. MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING LEASING 

PROGRAMS. 
(a) LEASES IN UNITED STATES, PUERTO RICO, 

OR GUAM.-Subsection (b) of section 2828 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(4) The maximum rental amount under para
graphs (2) and (3) shall be adjusted annually at 
the beginning of each fiscal year by an amount 
which corresponds to the change in the 

Logistics support facil i ty .................. .. 

Consumer Price Index for all Urban Consumers, 
published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics of 
the Department of Labor, for the previous one
year period ending on September 30. ". 

(b) LEASES IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES.-Sub
section (e) of such section is amended-

(1) in the first sentence of paragraph (1), by 
striking out " as adjusted for foreign currency 
fluctuation from October 1, 1987." and inserting 
in lieu thereof " , except that 300 units may be 
leased for not more than $25,000 per unit per 
year ."; and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
paragraph: 

" (3) The dollar limitations contained in para
graph (1) shall be adjusted-

"( A) for foreign currency fluctuation from Oc
tober 1, 1987; and 

" (B) annually at the beginning of each fiscal 
year by an amount which corresponds to the 
change in the Consumer Price Index for all 
Urban Consumers , published by the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics for the Department of Labor , 
for the previous one-year period ending on Sep
tember 30. ". 

SEC. 2803. SALE OF ELECTRICITY FROM ALTER· 
NATE ENERGY AND COGENERATION 
PRODUCTION FACILITIES. 

Section 2483 of title 10, United States Code , is 
amended-

(1) in subsection (b), by inserting before the 
period the following: " and may be used , subject 
to the availability of appropriations for this 
purpose, to carry out energy-related military 
construction projects as authorized in sections 
2805(a)(l) and 2865(a)(3) of this title"; and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subsection : 

" (c) When~ a decision is made to carry out an 
energy-related military construction project 
under section 2805(a)(l) or 2865(a)(3) of this title 
using proceeds from sales under subsection (a), 
the Secretary concerned shall notify Congress in 
writing of that decision, of the justification for 
the project , and of the estimated cost of the 
project. The project may then be carried out 
only after the end of the 21-day period begin
ning on the date the notification is received by 
Congress. " . 
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SEC. 2804. ENERGY SAVINGS AT MILITARY IN· 

STALLATIONS. 
(a) ENERGY EFFICIENT MAINTENANCE.-Sub

section (a) of section 2865 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended-

(1) in paragraph (3), by inserting ", including 
energy efficient maintenance," after "conserva
tion measures"; and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
paragraph: 

"(4) For purposes of paragraph (3), the term 
'energy efficient maintenance' includes-

"( A) the repair by replacement of equipment 
or systems with the best available technology to 
meet the same end needs, such as lighting, heat
ing, cooling, or industrial process: and 

"(B) improvements in the operation and main
tenance process that result in energy cost sav
ings, such as training or improved controls.". 

(b) USE OF AMOUNTS FROM SALES OF ELEC
TRICITY.-Subsection (b)(2) of such section is 
amended by inserting ·'and pursuant to section 
2483(b) of this title" after "under paragraph 
(1)". 
SEC. 2805. AUTHORIZATION TO ACQUIRE EXIST

ING FACILITIES IN LIEU OF CARRY
ING OUT CONSTRUCTION AUTHOR
IZED BY LAW. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF AUTHORITY.-Sub
chapter I of chapter 169 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol
lowing new section: 
"SEC. 2813. ACQUISITION OF EXISTING FACILI· 

TIES IN LIEU OF CONSTRUCTION. 
"(a) ACQUISITION AUTHORITY.-Subject to 

subsections (b) and (c), if the Secretary con
cerned determines that an existing facility at or 
near a military installation would satisfy the re
quirements of a military construction project au
thorized by law, the Secretary may acquire that 
facility, including real property, using the funds 
appropriated for the authorized construction 
project in lieu of carrying out the authorized 
construction project. 

"(b) REQUIRED DETERMINATION.-The author
ity provided by this section may only be exer
cised if the Secretary concerned makes a deter
mination that the acquisition of an existing fa
cility in lieu of new construction is in the best 
interests of the Government. 

"(c) NOTICE AND WAIT REQUJREMENTS.-A 
contract may not be entered into under this sec
tion until the end of the 21-day period begin
ning on the date the Secretary concerned noti
fies Congress in writing of the transaction pro
posed in the contract, the justification for the 
transaction, and the estimated cost of the trans
action.". 

(b) APPLICATION OF SECTION.-Section 2813 Of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub
section (a), shall apply with respect to-

(1) projects authorized on or after the date of 
the enactment of this Act; and 

(2) projects authorized before that date for 
which construction contracts have not been 
awarded. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of such subchapter is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new item: 
"2813. Acquisition of existing facilities in lieu of 

construction.''. 
SEC. 2806. CLARIFICATION OF PARTICIPATION IN 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE HOUSING 
POOLS. 

Section 2834(b) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended to read as fallows: 

"(b) The maximum lease amount specified in 
section 2828(e)(l) of this title for the rental of 
family housing in foreign countries shall not 
apply to housing made available to the Depart
ment of Defense under this section. To the ex
tent that the lease amount for units of housing 
made available under this subsection exceeds 

such maximum lease amount, such units shall 
not be counted in applying the limitation con
tained in such section on the number of units of 
family housing for which the Secretary con
cerned may waive such maximum lease 
amount.". 
SEC. 2807. NA VY HOUSING INVESTMENT AGREE· 

MENTS AND HOUSING INVESTMENT 
BOARD. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 649 of title 10, Unit
ed States Code, is amended by inserting after 
section 7573 the following new sections: 
"§7574. Investment agreements with private 

developers of housing 
"(a) INVESTMENT AGREEMENTS.-The Sec

retary of the Navy may enter into investment 
agreements with private developers to encourage 
the construction of housing and accessory struc
tures within commuting distance of a military 
installation under the jurisdiction of the Sec
retary at which there is a shortage of suitable 
housing to meet the requirements of members of 
the naval service with or without dependents. 

"(b) COLLATERAL INCENTIVE AGREEMENTS.
The Secretary may also enter into collateral in
centive agreements with private developers who 
enter into an investment agreement under sub
section (a) to ensure that, where appropriate-

"(1) members of the naval service will have 
priority for a fair share of any housing within 
the scope of the investment contract; or 

"(2) rental rates or sale prices, as appropriate, 
for some or all of the units will be affordable for 
such members. 

"(c) TRANSFER OF NAVY LANDS PROHIBITED.
Nothing in this section shall be construed to 
permit the Secretary, as part of an agreement 
entered into under this section, to transfer the 
right, title, or interest of the United States in 
any real property under the jurisdiction of the 
Secretary. 

"(d) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.-The author
ity of the Secretary to enter into an agreement 
under this section shall expire on September 30, 
1998. 
"§7575. Navy Housing Investment Board 

"(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-The Secretary Of the 
Navy may establish a board to be known as the 
'Navy Housing Investment Board'. 

"(b) MEMBERS.-(1) The Navy Housing Invest
ment Board shall be composed of seven members 
appointed for a two-year term by the Secretary. 
The Secretary may appoint to the Board, with
out regard to the civil service laws, two persons 
from the private sector who have knowledge and 
experience in the financing and the construc-
tion of housing. · 

''(2) The Secretary shall designate one of the 
members as chairperson of the Board. 

"(3) Members of the Board, other than those 
members regularly employed by the Federal Gov
ernment, may be paid while attending meetings 
of the Board or otherwise serving at the request 
of the Secretary, compensation at a rate equal 
to the daily equivalent of the minimum annual 
rate of basic pay payable for level IV of the Ex
ecutive Schedule under section 5315 of title 5, 
United States Code, for each day (including 
travel time) during which the member is engaged 
in the actual performance of duties vested in the 
Board. Members shall receive travel expenses, 
including per diem in lieu of subsistence, in ac
cordance with sections 5702 and 5703 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

"(c) DUTIES.-The Navy Housing Investment 
Board shall-

"(1) advise the Secretary regarding which pro
posed investment agreements under section 7574 
of this title, if any, are financially and other
wise sound investments for meeting the objec
tives of such section; and 

"(2) assist the Secretary in such other ways as 
the Secretary determines to be necessary and 
appropriate. 

"(d) SELECTION OF INVESTMENT 0PPORTU:V1-
TIES.-Any investment agreement under section 
7574 of this title may be made through the use 
of publicly advertised, competitively bid or com
petitively negotiated, contracting procedures, as 
provided in chapter 137 of this title, or such 
other contracting procedures as the Secretary 
considers to be appropriate. 

"(e) ACCOUNT.-(]) There is hereby estab
lished on the books of the Treasury an account 
to be known as the 'Navy Housing Investment 
Account', which shall be administered by the 
Navy Housing Investment Board. 

''(2) There shall be deposited into the Ac
count-

"( A) such funds as may be authorized for and 
appropriated to the Account; and 

"(B) any proceeds received from the repay
ment of investments or profits on investments 
under section 7574 of this title. 

"(3) The Account shall be available without 
fiscal year limitation for contracts, investments, 
and expenses necessary for the implementation 
of this section and section 7574 of this title. 

"(f) REPORT.-Not later than 60 days after the 
end of each fiscal year in which the Secretary 
and Navy Housing Investment Board carry out 
activities under section 7574 of this title, the 
Secretary shall transmit a report. to Congress 
specifying the amount and nature of the depos
its into, and the expenditures from, the Account 
during such fiscal year and of the amount and 
nature of all other expenditures made pursuant 
to such section during such fiscal year. 

"(g) TERMINATION OF BOARD.-The Navy 
Housing Investment Board shall terminate on 
November 30, 1998. ". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend
ed by inserting after the item relating to section 
7573 the fallowing new items: 
"7574. Investment agreements with private de

velopers of housing. 
"7575. Navy Housing Investment Board.". 

Subtitle B-Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment 

SEC. 2811. BASE CLOSURE ACCOUNT MANAGE
MENT FLEXIBILITY. 

(a) BASE CLOSURES UNDER 1988 ACT.-Section 
207(a) of the Defense Authorization Amend
ments and Base Closure and Realignment Act 
(title II of Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 
note) is amended by adding at the end the fol
lowing new paragraph: 

"(7) Proceeds received after September 30, 
1995, from the transfer or disposal of any prop
erty at a military installation closed or re
aligned under this title shall be deposited di
rectly into the Department of Defense Base Clo
sure Account 1990, as established by section 
2906(a) of the Defense Base Closure and Re
alignment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of 
Public Law 101-510; JO U.S.C. 2687 note).". 

(b) BASE CLOSURES UNDER 1990 ACT.-Section 
2906 of the Defense Base Closure and Realign
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended-

(1) in subsection (a)(2)-
( A) by striking out "and" at the end of sub

paragraph (B); 
(B) by striking out the period at the end of 

subparagraph (C) and inserting in lieu thereof 
" · and'" and · 

'(C) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subparagraph: 

"(D) proceeds received after September 30, 
1995, from the transfer or disposal of any prop
erty at a military installation closed or re
aligned under title II of the Defense Authoriza
tion Amendments and Base Closure and Re
alignment Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 
2687 note)."; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking out para
graph (1) and inserting in lieu thereof the fol
lowing new paragraph: 
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"(1) The Secretary may use the funds in the 

Account only for the purposes described in sec
tion 2905 or, after September 30, 1995, for envi
ronmental restoration and property management 
and disposal at installations closed or realigned 
under title II of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law J00--526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note).". 

(C) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.-Paragraphs (2) 
and (3) of section 2906(c) of the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of 
title XXIX of Public Law JOl-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 
note) are amended by striking out "after the ter
mination of the Commission'· and inserting in 
lieu thereof "after the termination of the au
thority of the Secretary to carry out a closure or 
realignment under this part". 
SEC. 2812. AUTHORITY TO CONTRACT FOR CER

TAIN FUNCTIONS AT INSTALLA
TIONS BEING CLOSED OR RE
ALIGNED. 

(a) BASE CLOSURES UNDER 1988 ACT.-(1) Sec
tion 204(b) of the Defense Authorization Amend
ments and Base Closure and Realignment Act 
(title II of Public Law 100--526; JO U.S.C. 2687 
note) is amended by adding at the end the f al
lowing new paragraph: 

"(5) The Secretary of Defense may contract 
with local governments for community services, 
including police and fire protection, at those 
military installations to be closed under this 
title if the Secretary determines that it is in the 
best interest of the Department to have these 
services provided by local governmental enti
ties.". 

(2) Section 205 of such Act is amended-
( A) by striking out "and" at the end of para

graph (1) ; 
(B) by striking out the period at the end of 

paragraph (2) and inserting in lieu thereof "; 
and"; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

" (3) chapter 146 of title JO, United States 
Code.". 

(b) BASE CLOSURES UNDER 1990 ACT.-(1) Sub
section (b)(2) of section 2905 of the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of 
title XXIX of Public Law J01-5JO; 10 U.S.C. 2687 
note) is amended-

( A) by redesignating subparagraph (E) as sub
paragraph ( F); and 

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following new subparagraph: 

"(f:) The Secretary of Defense may contract 
with local governments for community services, 
including police and fire protection, at those 
military installations to be closed under this 
part if the Secretary determines that it is in the 
best interest of the Department to have these 
services provided by local governmental enti
ties.". 

(2) Subsection (d) of such section is amend
ed-

( A) by striking out "and" at the end of para
graph (1); 

(B) by striking out the period at the end of 
paragraph (2) and inserting in lieu thereof "; 
and "; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(3) chapter 146 of title JO, United States 
Code. " . 
SEC. 2813. INCREASED FUNDING SOURCES FOR 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AT 
MILITARY INSTALLATIONS TO BE 
CLOSED. 

(a) BASE CLOSURES UNDER 1988 ACT.-(1) Sec
tion 207 of the Defense Authorization Amend
ments and Base Closure and Realignment Act 
(title II of Public Law 100--526; JO U.S.C. 2687 
note) is amended by striking out subsection (b). 

(b) BASE CLOSURES UNDER 1990 ACT.-(1) Sec
tion· 2906 of the Defense Base Closure and Re
alignment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of 

Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is 
amended by striking out subsection (e). 

(2) Section 2905(a)(l)(C) of such Act is amend
ed by inserting after "the Account" the follow
ing: " and, in addition, may use for such pur
poses other funds appropriated to the Depart
ment of Defense and available for environ
mental restoration and mitigation". 
SEC. 2814. TESTIMONY BEFORE DEFENSE BASE 

CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT COM· 
MISSION. 

(a) OATHS REQUIRED.-Section 2903(d)(l) of 
the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act 
of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-
5JO; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new sentence: "All tes
timony before the Commission at a public hear
ing conducted under this paragraph shall be 
presented under oath.''. 

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT.-The 
amendment made by this section shall apply 
with respect to all public hearings conducted by 
the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 2815. EXPANSION OF CONVEYANCE AUTHOR

ITY REGARDING FINANCIAL FACILI
TIES ON CLOSED MILITARY INSTAL
LATIONS TO INCLUDE ALL DEPOSI
TORY INSTITUTIONS. 

(a) 'INCLUSION OF OTHER DEPOSITORY INSTITU
TIONS IN ADDITION TO CREDIT UNIONS.-Section 
2825 of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (10 U.S.C. 2687 
note) is amended-

(1) by striking "credit union" each place it 
appears and inserting in lieu thereof "deposi
tory institution"; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking "business"; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

" (e) DEPOSITORY INSTITUTION DEFINED.-For 
purposes of this section, the term 'depository in
stitution· has the meaning given that term in 
section 19(b)(l)(A) of the Federal Reserve Act (12 
U.S.C. 461(b)(l)( A)).". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The heading of 
such section is amended to read as fallows: 
"SEC. 2825. DISPOSITION OF FACILITIES OF DE· 

POSITORY INSTITUTIONS ON MILI
TARY INSTALLATIONS TO BE 
CLOSED.". 

SEC. 2816. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER PROPERTY 
AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS TO BE 
CLOSED TO PERSONS PAYING THE 
COST OF ENVIRONMENTAL RES
TORATION ACTIVITIES ON THE 
PROPERTY. 

(a) BASE CLOSURES UNDER 1988 ACT.-Section 
204 of the Defense Authorization Amendments 
and Base Closure and Realignment Act (title II 
of Public Law 100--526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new subsection: 

"(d) TRANSFER AUTHORITY IN CONNECTION 
WITH PAYMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDI
ATION COSTS.-

" (1) Subject to paragraph (2) and the require
ments specified in section 120(h) of the Com
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9620(h)). the Secretary may enter into an agree
ment to transfer real property or facilities lo
cated at a military installation closed or to be 
closed under this title with any person who 
agrees t'o pay all costs in connection with all en
vironmental restoration, waste management , 
and environmental compliance activities that-

"( A) are required for the property or facilities 
under Federal and State laws, administrative 
decisions, agreements, and concurrences; and 

"(B) are known to be necessary on the date of 
the agreement, or reasonably could have been 
known or foreseen to be necessary as a result of 

Department of Defense activities at the military 
installation. 

"(2) RELATION OF COSTS TO FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.-A transfer of real property or facilities 
may be made under paragraph (1) only if the 
Secretary certifies to Congress that-

" ( A) the costs of all environmental restora
tion, waste management, and environmental 
compliance activities to be paid by the recipient 
of the property or facilities are equal to or great
er than the fair market value of the property or 
facilities to be trans[ erred, as determined by the 
Secretary: or 

"(B) if such costs are lower than the fair mar
ket value of the property or facilities, the recipi
ent of the property or facilities agrees to pay the 
difference between the fair market value and 
such costs. 

"(3) DISCLOSURE.-As part of an agreement 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall dis
close to the person to whom the property or fa
cilities will be transferred any information of 
the Secretary regarding the environmental res
toration, waste management, and environmental 
compliance activities described in paragraph (1) 
that relate to the property or facilities . The Sec
retary shall provide this information as soon as 
possible before entering into the agreement. 

"(4) APPLICATION OF CERCLA.-Nothing in this 
subsection shall be construed to modify or re
move the environmental restoration, waste man
agement, and environmental compliance re
quirements imposed by section 120(h) of the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Com
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9620(h)). ''. 

(b) BASE CLOSURES UNDER 1990 ACT.-Section 
2905 of the Defense Base Closure and Realign
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law JOJ-510; JO U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by 
adding at the end the fallowing new subsection: 

"(e) TRANSFER AUTHORITY IN CONNECTION 
WITH PAYMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDI
ATION COSTS.-

"(]) Subject to paragraph (2) and the require
ments specified in section 120(h) of the Com
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9620(h)), the Secretary may enter into an agree
ment to transfer real property or facilities lo
cated at a military installation closed or to be 
closed under this title with any person who 
agrees to pay all costs in connection with all en
vironmental restoration, waste management, 
and environmental compliance activities that-

"( A) are required for the property or facilities 
under Federal and State laws, administrative 
decisions, agreements, and concurrences; and 

"(B) are known to be necessary on the date of 
the agreement, or reasonably could have been 
known or foreseen to be necessary as a result of 
Department of Defense activities at the military 
installation. 

"(2) RELATION OF COSTS TO FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.-A transfer of real property or facilities 
may be made under paragraph (1) only if the 
Secretary certifies to Congress that-

"( A) the costs of all environmental restora
tion , waste management, and environmental 
compliance activities to be paid by the recipient 
of the property or facilities are equal to or great
er than the fair market value of the property or 

· facilities to be trans[ erred, as determined by the 
Secretary; or 

"(B) if such costs are lower than the fair mar
ket value of the property or facilities, the recipi
ent of the property or facilities agrees to pay the 
difference between the fair, market value and 
such costs. · 

','(3) DISCLOSURE.-As part of an agreement 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall dis
close to the person to whom the property or fa
cilities will be transferred any information of 
the Secretary regarding the environmental res
toration, waste management , and environmental 
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compliance activities described in paragraph (1) 
that relate to the property or facilities. The Sec
retary shall provide this information as soon as 
possible before entering into the agreement. 

"(4) APPLICATION OF CERCLA.-Nothing in this 
subsection shall be construed to modify or re
move the environmental restoration, waste man
agement, and environmental compliance re
quirements imposed by section 120(h) of the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Com
pensation, and Liability Ac.t of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9620(h)). ". 
SEC. 2817. AUTHORITY TO LEASE PROPERTY 

PENDING FINAL DISPOSITION. 
(a) LEASE AUTHORITY.-Subsection (f) of sec

. tion 2667 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 

"(f)(l) Pending the final disposition of real 
property (and associated personal property) lo
cated at a military installation to be closed or 
realigned under a base closure law, the Sec
retary of the military department concerned 
may lease the property to public or private enti
ties under this subsection if the Secretary deter
mines that such a lease would facilitate State or 
local economic adjustment efforts. 

"(2) Notwithstanding subsection (b)(4), in the 
case of a lease under this subsection to a State 
or local government, the Secretary concerned 
may accept consideration in an amount that is 
less than the fair market value of the lease in
terest if the Secretary concerned determines that 
there is a public benefit accruing as a result of 
the lease. 

"(3) The limitation contained in subsection 
(a)(3) shall not apply in selecting real or per
sonal property to be leased under this sub
section.". 

(b) DEFINITION.-Such section is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

"(g) In this section, the term 'base closure 
law' means each of the following: 

"(1) The Defense Base Closure and Realign
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note). 

"(2) Title II of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note). 

"(3) Section 2687 of this title.". 
SEC. 2818. ELECTRIC POWER ALLOCATION AND 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AT CER· 
TAIN MIUTARY INSTALLATIONS TO 
BE CLOSED IN THE STATE OF CAU
FORNIA. 

For a JO-year period beginning on the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the electric power al
locations provided as of that date by the West
ern Area Power Administration from the Central 
Valley project to military installations in the 
State of California selected for closure pursuant 
to the Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 
101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) shall be reserved 
for sale through long-term contracts to pref
erence entities that agree to use such power to 
promote economic development at a military in
stallation that is closed or selected for closure 
pursuant to that Act. 

Subtitle C-Land Transactions 
SEC. 2821. MODIFICATION OF LAND CONVEYANCE, 

NEW LONDON, CONNECTICUT. 
(a) CONVEYANCE WITHOUT CONSIDERATION.

Subsection (a) of section 2841 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 
and 1993 (Public Law 102-190; 102 Stat.1557) is 
amended by inserting after "convey" the follow
ing: ",without consideration,''. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-Such section 
is further amended-

(1) in subsection (b), by striking out para
graph (4); 

(2) by striking out subsection (c); and 
(3) redesignating subsections (d) and (e) as 

subsections (c) and (d), respectively. 

SEC. 2822. LAND CONVEYANCE, BROWARD COUN
TY, FLORIDA. 

(a) LAND CONVEYANCE.-Subject to subsection 
(b), the Secretary of the Navy may convey to 
Broward County, Florida (in this section re
f erred to as the "County"), all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to a parcel 
of real property, including improvements there
on, consisting of approximately 18.45 acres and 
comprising a portion of Fort Lauderdale-Holly
wood International Airport, Florida. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.-As consideration for the 
conveyance by the Secretary of the parcel of 
real property under subsection (a), the County 
shall elect either-

(1) to construct (or pay the costs of construct
ing) at a location selected by the Secretary with
in the County a suitable replacement facility for 
the improvements conveyed as part of such con
veyance; or 

(2) to pay to the United States an amount 
equal to the fair market value of the parcel con
veyed under subsection (a), including improve
ments thereon. 

(c) REPLACEMENT FACILITY.-If the County 
elects to pay the fair market value of the real 
property under subsection (b)(2), the Secretary 
shall use the amount paid by the County, sub
ject to the availability of appropriations for this 
purpose, to construct a suitable facility to re
place the improvements conveyed under sub
section (a). 

(d) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.-The Secretary shall determine the fair 
market value of the parcel of real property to be 
conveyed under subsection (a). Such determina
tion shall be final. 

(e) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the parcel of 
real property to be conveyed under subsection 
(a) shall be determined by surveys that are sat
isfactory to the Secretary. The cost of the sur
veys shall be borne by the County. 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require any additional terms and 
conditions in connection with the conveyance 
under subsection (a) that the Secretary consid
ers appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 
SEC. 2823. LAND CONVEYANCE, NAVAL AIR STA

TION OCEANA. VIRGINIA. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 

of the Navy may convey to the City of Virginia 
Beach, Virginia (in this section referred to as 
the "City"), all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a parcel of real property 
included on the real property inventory of 
Naval Air Station Oceana in Virginia Beach, 
Virginia, and consisting of approximately 3.5 
acres. As part of the conveyance of such parcel, 
the Secretary shall grant the City an easement 
on such additional acreage as may be necessary 
to provide adequate ingress and egress to the 
parcel. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.-As consideration for the 
conveyance and easement under subsection (a), 
the City shall pay to the United States an 
amount equal to the fair market value of the 
property to be conveyed and the fair market 
value of the easement to be granted. The Sec
retary shall determine fair market value, and 
such determination shall be final. 

(c) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.-The convey
ance authorized by subsection (a) shall be sub
ject to the condition that the City may use the 
property conveyed only for the following pur
poses: 

(1) The maintenance, repair, storage, and 
berthing of erosion control and beach replenish- · 
ment equipment and materiel, including a 
dredge. 

(2) The berthing of police boats. 
(3) The provision of operational and adminis

trative personnel space related to the purposes 
specified in paragraphs (1) and (2). 

(d) REVERSION.-All right, title and interest in 
and to the property conveyed under suosection 
(a) (including any improvements thereon) and 
the easement granted under such subsection 
shall revert to the United States, and the United 
States shall have the right of immediate reentry 
on the property, if the Secretary determines-

(1) at any time, that the property conveyed 
under subsection (a) is not being used for the 
purposes specified in subsection (c); or 

(2) at the end of the IO-year period beginning 
on the date of the conveyance, that no signifi
cant improvements associated with such pur
poses have been constructed on the property. 

(e) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the property to 
be conveyed under subsection (a) and the ease
ment to be granted under such subsection shall 
be determined by a ·survey satisfactory to the 
Secretary. The cost of such survey shall be 
borne by the City. 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey
ance and easement under subsection (a) as the 
Secretary determines are appropriate to protect 
the interests of the United States. 
SEC. 2824. RELEASE OF REVERSIONARY INTER

EST, OLD SPANISH TRAIL ARMORY, 
HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO RELEASE.-The Secretary of 
the Army may release the reversionary interest 
of the United States in and to approximately 
6.89 acres of real property", including improve
ments thereon, containing the Old Spanish Trail 
Armory in Harris County, Texas. The United 
States acquired the reversionary interest by vir
tue of a quitclaim deed dated June 18, 1936. 

(b) CONDITION.-The Secretary may effectuate 
the release authorized in subsection (a) only 
after obtaining satisfactory assurances that the 
State of Texas shall obtain, in exchange for the 
real property referred to in subsection (a), a 
parcel of real property that-

(1) is at least equal in value to the real prop
erty referred to in subsection (a), and 

(2) beginning on the date on which the State 
first obtains the new parcel of real property, is 
subject to the same restrictions and covenants 
with respect to the United States as are applica
ble on the date of the enactment of this Act to 
the real property referred to in subsection (a). 

(c) LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF REAL PROPERTY.
The exact acreage and legal descriptions of the 
real property referred to in subsection (a) shall 
be determined by a survey satisfactory to the 
Secretary. 
SEC. 2825. LEASE AND JOINT USE OF CERTAIN 

REAL PROPERTY, MARINE CORPS 
BASE, CAMP PENDLETON, CAUFOR· 
NIA. 

(a) LEASE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary Of the 
Navy may lease to Tri-Cities Municipal Water 
District, a special governmental district of the 
State of California (in the section referred to as 
the "district"), such interests in real property 
located on, under, and within the northern por
tion of the Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, 
California, as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary for the district to develop, operate, 
and maintain water extraction and distribution 
facilities for the mutual benefit of the district 
and the base. The lease may be for a period of 
up to 50 years, or such additional period as the 
Secretary determines to be in the interests of the 
United States. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.-As consideration for the 
lease of real property under subsection (a), the 
district shall-

(1) construct, operate, and maintain such im
provements as are necessary to fully develop the 
potential of the lower San Mateo Water Basin 
for sustained yield and storage of imported 
water for the joint benefit of the district and the 
base; 
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(2) assume operating and maintenance respon

sibilities for the existing water extraction, stor
age, distrtbution, and related infrastructure 
within the northern portion of the base; and 

(3) pay to the United States, in the form of 
cash or additional required services, an amount 
equal to the amount, if any, by which the fair 
market value of the real property interests 
leased under subsection (a) exceeds the fair mar
ket value of the services provided under para
graphs (1) and (2). 

(c) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.-The Secretary shall establish a system 
of accounts to establish the relative costs and 
benefits accruing to the district and the United 
States under the lease under subsection (a) and 
to ensure that the United States receives at least 
fair market value, as determined by an inde
pendent appraisal acceptable to the Secretary. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the lease 
under subsection (a) as the Secretary determines 
are appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States . 
SEC. 2826. LAND CONVEYANCE, CRANEY ISLAND 

FUEL DEPOT, NAVAL SUPPLY CEN
TER, VIRGINIA 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 
of the Navy may convey to the City of Ports
mouth, Virginia, (in this section referred to as 
the " City") all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a parcel of real property 
consisting of approximately 135. 7 acres, includ
ing improvements thereon, comprising .a portion 
of the Craney Island Fuel Depot, Naval Supply 
Center, Norfolk, Virginia. 

(b) CONDITIONS OF CONVEYANCE.-(]) Inas
much as the City has used the real property re
ferred to in subsection (a) as a landfill while the 
property has been in the ownership of the Unit
ed States, the conveyance authorized by sub
section (a) shall be subject to the condition that 
the City of Portsmouth accept the property as is , 
notwithstanding the requirements specified in 
section 120(h) of the Comprehensive Environ
mental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9260(h)) . 

(2) Except as provided in paragraph (4), with 
respect to the real property to be conveyed 
under subsection (a), the United States shall not 
be subject to liability as a prior owner or opera
tor under section 107(a)(2) of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response , Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9607(a)(2)), sec
tion 7003 of the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 
U.S.C. 6973), or any similar State or local envi
ronmental liability law or regulation with re
spect to any release of hazardous substances or 
petroleum products from the landfill situated on 
such property or arising out of the City's use of 
the property to operate a landfill. 

(3) Except as provided in paragraph (4), the 
indemnification provisions contained in the 
third proviso in the undesignated paragraph 
under the heading "ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORA
TION, DEFENSE" in title II of the Department of 
Defense Appropriations Act, 1993 (Public Law 
102-396; 106 Stat. 1883) shall not apply with re
spect to the presence; release, or threatened re
lease of hazardous substances, pollutants, or 
contaminants resulting from the use of the real 
property to be conveyed under subsection (a) by 
the City as a landfill . 

(4) Nothing in paragraph (2) or (3) alters any 
liability of the United States with respect to-

( A) releases of hazardous suf?stances or petro
leum products from properties other than the 
real property to be conveyed under subsection 
(a); or 

(B) sites 3 and 12 located within the real prop
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a). 

(c) CONSIDERATION.-As consideration for the 
conveyance under subsection (a), the City shall 

pay to the United States an amount equal to the 
fair market value of the real property to be con
veyed . The Secretary shall determine the fair 
market value of the property. Such determina
tion shall be final. 

(d) DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS.-The Secretary 
shall deposit amounts received as consideration 
for the conveyance under subsection (a) in the 
special account established pursuant to section 
204(h) of the Federal Property and Administra
tive Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 485(h)). 

(e) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec
retary. The cost of such survey shall be borne by 
the City. 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con
siders to be necessary to protect the interests of 
the United States and are agreed to by the City. 
SEC. 2827. LAND CONVEYANCE, PORTSMOUTH, 

VIRGINIA 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 
of the Navy may convey to Peck Iron and Metal 
Company, Inc. (in this section referred to as 
"Peck"). all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a parcel of real property 
consisting of approximately 1.45 acres, including 
improvements thereon, located in Portsmouth , 
Virginia, that , on the date of the enactment of 
this Act, is leased to Peck pursuant to Depart
ment of the Navy lease N62470-91-RP-00261, ef
fective August 1, 1991. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.-As consideration for the 
conveyance under subsection (a}, Peck shall pay 
to the United States an amount equal to the fair 
market value of the property to be conveyed, as 
determined by the Secretary . 

(c) USE OF PROCEEDS.-The Secretary shall 
deposit the amount received from Peck under 
subsection (b) in the special account established 
pursuant to section 204(h) of the Federal Prop
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 
u.s.c. 485(h)). 

(d) CONDITIONS.-Inasmuch as Peck has been 
the only occupant of the property referred to in 
subsection (a) while the property has been in 
the ownership of the United States, the convey
ance authorized by subsection (a) shall be sub
ject to the conditions that-

(1) Peck accept the property as is, notwith
standing section 120(h) of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9620(h)); and 

(2) Peck indemnify the United States against 
all liability in connection with any hazardous 
materials , substances, or conditions which may 
be found on the property . 

(e) DESCRIPTION OF . PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec
retary. The cost of such survey shall be borne by 
Peck. · 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary de
termines appropriate to protect the interests of 
the United States. 
SEC. 2828. TRANSFER OF NATURAL GAS DIS

TRIBUTION SYSTEM AT FORT 
BELVOIR, VIRGINIA, TO THE WASH
INGTON GAS COMPANY. 

(a) CONVEYANCE.-Subject to subsection (b), 
the Secretary of the Army may convey to the 
Washington Gas Company, Virginia, all right, 
title, and interest of the United States in the fol
lowing real property natural gas system: 

(1) All Government-owned utility fixtures, 
structures, and improvements used to provide 

natural gas service to Fort Belvoir , Virginia, 
without the underlying fee (land). 

(2) Transfer includes a natural gas distribu
tion system consisting of approximately 15.6 
miles of natural gas distribution lines and other 
improvements thereon and appurtenances there
to at Fort Belvoir, Virginia. 

(3) A utility easement and right of way appur
tenant which may be necessary or appropriate 
to provide for ingress and egress to and from the 
natural gas system and to satisfy any buffer 
zone requirements imposed by any Federal or 
State agency . 

(b) CONSIDERATION.-In consideration for the 
conveyance authorized in subsection (a) , the 
Washington Gas Company, shall-

(]) accept the natural gas system to be con
veyed under this section in its existing condi
tion; 

(2) provide natural gas service to Fort Belvoir, 
Virginia, at a beneficial rate to the Government; 

(3) comply with all applicable environmental 
laws and regulations including any permit or li
cense requirements;· 

(4) not expand the existing on-post natural 
gas distribution system unless approved by the 
Installation Commander or his or her designee; 

(5) take over the responsibility for ownership, 
maintenance, repair, safety inspections, and 
leak test surveys for the entire Fort Belvoir nat
ural gas distribution system; and 

(6) upgrade natural gas system at no cost to 
the Government based on anticipated fuel oil 
conversions to natural gas. 

(c) TERMS.-Conveyance specified in sub
section (a) shall be subject to negotiation by and 
approval of the Secretary of the Army as deter
mined by him to be in the best interests of the 
United States. 

(d) REVERSION.-If the Secretary of the Army 
determines at any time that the Washington Gas 
Company is not complying with the conditions 
specified in this section, all right, title, and in
terest in and to the natural gas system conveyed 
pursuant to subsection (a), including improve
ments to the natural gas system, shall revert to 
the United States and the United States shall 
have the right to access and operation of the 
natural gas system. 

(e) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.-The aggregate value of this transfer 
(value defined as benefits to the Army), shall be 
certified by the Secretary to be of equal or great
er value than the fair market value of the facil
ity. 

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
legal description of the equipment and facilities 
to be conveyed pursuant to this section shall be 
determined by surveys satisfactory to the Sec
retary. The cost of such surveys shall be borne 
by the Washington Gas Company. 

(g) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.-The Wash
ington Gas Company, Virginia, shall be respon
sible for owning, operating and installing natu
ral gas distribution lines . The Secretary of the 
Army will be responsible for clean-up of any 
contaminated property prior to transfer pursu
ant to the Comprehensive Environmental Re
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
(42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.). 
SEC. 2829. TRANSFER OF WATER DISTRIBUTION 

SYSTEM AT FORT LEE, VIRGINIA, TO 
THE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY. 

(a) CONVEYANCE.-Subject to subsection (b}, 
the Secretary of the Army may convey to the 
American Water Company, Virginia, all right , 
title, and interest of the United States in the fol
lowing real property water system: 

(1) All Government-owned utility fixtures , 
structures, and improvements used to provide 
water service and water distribution service to 
Fort Lee, Virginia, without the underlying fee 
(land). 
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(2) Water system includes approximately 7 

miles of transmission mains, 85 miles of distribu
tion and service lines, 416 fire hydrants, 3 ele
vated storage tanks, 2 pumping stations and 
other improvements thereon and appurtenances 
thereto at Fort Lee, Virginia. 

(3) A utility easement and right-of-way ap
purtenant which may be necessary or appro
priate to provide for ingress and egress to and 
from the water system and to satisfy any buff er 
zone requirements imposed by any Federal or 
State agency. 

(b) CONSJDERATION.-In consideration for the 
conveyance authorized in subsection (a), the 
American Water Company shall-

(1) accept the water system to be conveyed 
under this section in its existing condition; 

(2) provide water service to Fort Lee, Virginia, 
at a beneficial rate to the Government; 

(3) comply with all applicable environmental 
laws and regulations including any permit or li
cense requirements; and 

(4) not expand the existing onpost water dis
tribution system unless approved by the Instal
lation Commander or his or her designee. 

(c) TERMS.-Conveyance specified in sub
section (a) shall be subject to negotiation by and 
approval of the Secretary of the Army as deter
mined by him to be in the best interests of the 
United States. 

(d) REVERSION.-If the Secretary of the Army 
determines at any time that the American Water 
Company is not complying with the conditions 
specified in this section, all right, title, and in
terest in and to the water system conveyed pur
suant to subsection (a), including improvements 
to the water system, shall revert to the United 
States and the United States shall have the 
right of access and operation of the water sys
tem. 

(e) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.-The aggregate value of this transfer 
(value defined as benefits to the Army), shall be 
certified by the Secretary to be of equal or great
er value than the fair market value of the facil
ity. 

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
legal description of the equipment and facilities 
to be conveyed pursuant to this section shall be 
determined by surveys satisfactory to the Sec
retary. The cost of such surveys will be borne by 
the American Water Company. 

(g) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.-The Amer
ican Water Company will be responsible for 
compliance with all applicable environmental 
laws and regulations including any permit or li
cense requirements. The American Water Com
pany will be responsible for executing and con
structing environmental betterments to the 
water system as required by applicable law. The 
United States Army, based on the availability of 
appropriated funding, will share future environ
mental compliance costs based on a pro rata 
share of the water distribution system as deter
mined by the Secretary under subsection (c) . 
The Army will be responsible for cleanup of any 
contaminated property prior to transfer pursu
ant to the Comprehensive Environmental Re
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
(42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.). 
SEC. 2830. TRANSFER OF WASTE WATER TREAT· 

MENT FACILITY AT FORT PICKETT, 
VIRGINIA. TO BLACKSTONE, VIR· 
GINIA 

(a) CONVEYANCE.-Subject to subsection (b), 
the Secretary of the Army may convey to the 
town of Blackstone, Virginia (in this section re
ferred to as the "town"), all right, title, and in
terest of the United States in the fallowing real 
property waste water treatment facility: 

(1) A parcel of real property consisting of ap
proximately 11.5 acres, including a waste water 
treatment facility and other improvements there
on and appurtenances thereto at Fort Pickett, 
Virginia. 

(2) All utility easements and right-of-way ap
purtenant which may be necessary or appro
priate to provide for ingress and egress to and 
from the facility and to satisfy any buff er zone 
requirements imposed by any Federal or State 
agency. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.-In consideration for the 
conveyance authorized in subsection (a), the 
town shall-

(1) design and construct an environmental up
grade to the existing plant to meet environ
mental standards; 

(2) provide waste water treatment service to 
Fort Pickett, Virginia, at a beneficial rate to the 
Government; 

(3) comply with all applicable environmental 
laws and regulations, including any permit or 
license requirements; 

(4) reserve 75 percent of the existing Fort Pick
ett, Virginia, waste water plant capacity for the 
Army's use at Fort Pickett, Virginia, should a 
future need arise due to force realignment and 
mission requirements; and 

(5) become responsible for future environ
mental cleanup of the facility in accordance 
with the Comprehensive Environmental Re
sponse, Compensation and Liability Act result
ing from customers other than the United States 
Army. 

(c) TERMS.-Conveyance specified in sub
section (a) shall be subject to negotiation by and 
approval of the Secretary of the Army as deter
mined by him to be in the best interests of the 
United States. 

(d) REVERSION.-If the Secretary of the Army 
determines at any time that the town is not com
plying with the conditions specified in this sec
tion, all right, title, and interest in and to the 
waste water treatment system conveyed pursu
ant to subsection (a), including improvements to 
the waste water treatment system, shall revert to 
the United States and the United States shall 
have the right of access and operation of the ' 
waste water treatment system. 

(e) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.-The aggregate value of this transfer 
(value defined as benefits to the Army), shall be 
certified by the Secretary to be of equal or great
er value than the fair market value of the facil
ity. 

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal -description of the property to 
be conveyed pursuant to this section shall be de
termined by surveys satisfactory to the Sec
retary. The cost of such surveys shall be borne 
by the town. 

(g) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.-The town 
shall be responsible for compliance with all ap
plicable environmental laws and regulations in
cluding any permit or license requirements. The 
town shall also be responsible for executing and 
constructing environmental betterments to the 
plan as required by applicable law. The United 
States Army based on the availability of appro
priated funding and the town will share future 
environmental compliance costs based on a pro 
rata share of reserved plant capacity as deter
mined by the Secretary under subsection (c). 
The Army will be responsible for cleanup of any 
contaminated property prior to transfer pursu
ant to the Comprehensive Environmental Re
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
(42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.). 
SEC. 2831. TRANSFER OF WATER DISTRIBUTION 

SYSTEM AND RESERVOIR AT STEW
ART ARMY SUBPOST TO NEW WIND
SOR, NEW YORK 

(a) CONVEYANCE.-Subject to subsection (b), 
the Secretary of the Army may convey to the 
town of New Windsor, New York (in this section 
referred to as the "town"), all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in the following 
real property water system: 

(I) All Government-owned utility fixtures, 
structures, water reservoir, distribution plant, 

and improvements currently used to provide 
water service and water distribution service to 
Stewart Army Subpost, New York, and the sur
rounding area, to include the underlying fee 
(land) of the reservoir and the water treatment 
plant. 

(2) Trans! er also includes all water trans
mission mains, water distribution and service 
lines, fire hydrants, water pumping stations, 
and other improvements thereon and appur
tenances thereto at Stewart Army Subpost, New 
York. 

(3) A utility easement and right-of-way ap
purtenant which may be necessary or appro
priate to provide for ingress and egress to and 
from the water system and to satisfy any buffer 
zone requirements imposed by any Federal or 
State agency. 

(b) CONSJDERATION.-In consideration for the 
conveyance authorized in subsection (a), the 
town shall-

(1) accept the water system to be conveyed 
under this section in its existing conditions; 

(2) provide water service to Stewart Army 
Subpost, New York, at a beneficial rate to the 
Government; 

(3) comply with all applicable environmental 
laws and regulations including any permit or li
cense requirements; and 

(4) not expand the existing on-post water serv
ice system unless approved by the Installation 
Commander or his or her designee. 

(c) TERMS.-Conveyance specified in sub
section (a) shall be subject to negotiation by and 
approval of the Secretary of the Army as deter
mined by him to be in the best interests of the 
United States. 

(d) REVERSION.-If the Secretary of the Army 
determines at any time that the town is not com
plying with the conditions specified in this sec
tion, all right, title, and interest in and to the 
water system conveyed pursuant to subsection 
(a), including improvements to the water system, 
shall revert to the United States and the United 
States shall have the right of access and oper
ation of the water system. 

(e) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 
V ALUE.-The aggregate value of this transfer 
(value defined as benefits to the Army), shall be 
certified by the Secretary to be of equal or great
er value than the fair market value of the f acil
ity. 

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
legal description of the equipment and facilities 
to be conveyed pursuant to this section shall be 
determined by surveys satisfactory to the Sec
retary. The cost of such surveys will be borne by 
the town. 

(g) ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.-The town 
will be responsible for compliance with all appli
cable environmental laws and regulations in
cluding any permit or license requirements. The 
town will be responsible for executing and con
structing environmental betterments to the 
water system as required by applicable law. The 
United States Army, based on the availability of 
appropriated funding, will share future environ
mental compliance costs based on a pro rata 
share of the water distribution system as deter
mined by the Secretary under subsection (c). 
The Army will be responsible for cleanup of any 
contaminated property .prior to transfer pursu
ant to the Comprehensive Environmental Re
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
(42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.). 
SEC. 2832. EXPANSION OF LAND TRANSACTION 

AUTHORITY INVOLVING HUNTERS 
POINT NAVAL SHIPYARD, SAN FRAN· 
CISCO, CALIFORNIA 

Section 2824(a) of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (division 
B of Public Law 101-510; 104 Stat. 1790) is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new paragraph: 

" (3) In lieu of entering into a lease under 
paragraph (1) , the Secretary may convey the 



September 8, 1993 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 20325 
property described in such paragraph to the 
City (or a local reuse organization approved by 
the City) for such consideration and under such 
terms as the Secretary considers to be appro
priate. " . 
SEC. 2833. MODIFICATION OF LEASE AUTHORITY, 

NAVAL SUPPLY CENTER, OAKLAND, 
CALIFORNIA. 

(a) EXPANSION OF NUMBER OF ACRES FOR 
LEASE.-Paragraph (1) of subsection (b) of sec
tion 2834 of the Military Construction Author
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of 
Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2614) is amended 
by striking out " 195 acres of real property" and 
inserting in lieu thereof " 300 acres of real prop
erty " . 

(b) DEMOLJTION.-Paragraph (6) of such sub
section is amended to read as follows: 

" (6) Subject to the availability of appropria
tions for this purpose, the Secretary shall ex
pend not more than $10,000,000 to demolish fa
cilities and remediate environmental hazards 
within the area to be leased under this sub
section. In addition , the Secretary may author
ize the City or the Port (as the case may be) to 
demolish any additional facilities on the leased 
property and, consistent with the restrictions re
quired by paragraph (2)(B), construct new fa
cilities on the property for the use of the City or 
the Port.". 
SEC. 2834. LAND CONVEYANCE, IOWA ARMY AM· 

MUNITION PLANT, IOWA. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 

of the Army may convey to the City of Middle
town, Iowa (in this section referred to as the 
"City"), all right, title, and interest of the Unit
ed States in and to a tract of real property (in
cluding improvements thereon) consisting of ap
proximately 127 acres at the Iowa Army Ammu
nition Plant, Iowa. The conveyance shall be 
made at the request of the City . 

(b) CONSIDERATION.-As consideration for the 
conveyance under subsection (a), the City shall 
pay to the United States an amount equal to the 
fair market value of the property to be con
veyed. The Secretary shall determine fair mar
ket value , and such determination shall be final. 

(c) LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND SURVEY.-The 
exact acreage and legal description of the prop
erty authorized to be conveyed under subsection 
(a) shall be determined by a survey that is satis
factory to the Secretary. 

(d) OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The Sec
retary may require such other terms and condi
tions with respect to the conveyance as the Sec
retary considers appropriate to protect the inter
ests of the United States. 
SEC. 2835. TRANSFER OF ELECTRIC POWER DIS· 

TRIBUTION SYSTEM AT NAVAL AIR 
STATION, ALAMEDA, CALIFORNIA, TO 
THE CIIT OF ALAMEDA BUREAU OF 
ELECTRICITY. 

(a) CONVEYANCE.-The Secretary of the Navy 
may convey to the Bureau of Electricity of the 
City of Alameda, California (in this section re
ferred to as the "Bureau " ), all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to the elec
tric power distribution system located at the 
Naval Air Station, Alameda, California, includ
ing such utility easements and right of ways as 
may be necessary or appropriate to provide for 
ingress and egress to and from the system. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.-(]) As consideration for 
the conveyance authorized in subsection (a), the 
Bureau shall-

( A) accept the system to be conveyed under 
this section in its existing condition; 

(B) provide electric power to the Naval Air 
Station at a beneficial rate to the Government; 

(C) comply with all applicable environmental 
laws and regulations , including any permit or 
license requirements; 

(D) not expand the existing system without 
the approval of the Secretary ; and 

(E) take over the responsibility for ownership , 
operation, maintenance, repair, and safety in
spections for the system. 

(c) TERMS.-Conveyance specified in sub
section (a) shall be subject to negotiation by and 
approval of the Secretary. 

(d) REVERSION.-If the Secretary determines 
at any time that the Bureau is not complying 
with the conditions specified in this section , all 
right , title, and interest in and to the system 
conveyed pursuant to subsection (a), including 
improvements to the system, shall revert to the 
United States and the United States shall have 
the right to access and operation of the system. 

(e) DETERMINATION OF FAIR MARKET 
VALUE.-The aggregate value of this convey
ance (value defined as benefits to the Navy) , 
shall be certified by the Secretary to be of equal 
or greater value than the fair market value of 
the system. 

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
legal description of the equipment and facilities 
to be conveyed under this section shall be deter
mined by surveys satisfactory to the Secretary. 
The cost of such surveys shall be borne by the 
Bureau. 

(g) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con
siders to be necessary to protect the interests of 
the United States. 

Subtitle D-Other Matters 
SEC. 2841. FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT. 

(a) COYOTE AND BERRYESSA CREEKS, SANTA 
CLARA COUNTY, CALIFORNJA .-The Secretary of 
the Army is directed to construct a flood control 
project for Coyote and Berryessa Creeks in 
Santa Clara County , California, using amounts 
appropriated for civil works activities of the 
Corps of Engineers for fiscal year 1994. 

(b) MAXIMUM COST REQUIREMENT.-Section 
902 of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (100 Stat. 4183) shall not apply with respect 
to the project described in subs0 ction (a). 
SEC. 2842. USE OF ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

TO MANAGE MILITARY CONSTRUC· 
TION PROJECTS IN HAWAII. 

All military construction and military family 
housing carried out in the State of Hawaii for 
the Armed Forces and Defense Agencies using 
funds appropriated pursuant to an authoriza
tion of appropriations contained in this division 
shall be designed and conducted through the 
use of the Army Corps of Engineers. 
SEC. 2843. SPECIAL RULE FOR MILITARY CON· 

STRUCTION ON CERTAIN LANDS IN 
THE STATE OF HAWAII. 

(a) CONSULTATION AND CONCURRENCE.-In the 
case of any military construction project in the 
State of Hawaii to be carried out at a military 
installation located on public lands that were 
ceded to the United States by the Republic of 
Hawaii under the joint resolution of annexation 
approved July 7, 1898 (30 Stat. 750) , or that have 
been acquired in exchange for such lands, the 
Secretary concerned may not enter into any ob
ligation or make any expenditure in connection 
with the project until the Secretary concerned 
has-

(1) consulted with the Governor of the State of 
Hawaii regarding the purpose and extent of the 
project; and 

(2) obtained the written concurrence of the 
Governor to proceed with the project. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term "Secretary concerned " means
(A) the Secretary of Defense, in the case of 

military construction functions (including mili
tary family housing functions) of the Depart
ment of Defense, other than the military depart
ments; and 

(B) the Secretary of a military department , in 
the case of military construction functions (in-

eluding military family housing functions) of 
that department. 

(2) The term "military installation" means 
any base, camp, post, station , yard, center, 
homeport facility for any ship, or other activity 
under the jurisdiction of the Department of De
fense. 

(3) The term "military construction" has the 
meaning given that term in section 280l(a) of 
title 10, United States Code. 

(c) APPLJCATION.-This section shall apply 
with respect to military construction projects de
scribed in subsection (a) for which appropriated 
funds are first obligated after the date of the en
actment of this Act. 
DIVISION C-DEPARTlfENT OF ENERGY 

NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS 
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 
TITLEXXXI-DEPARTlfENTOFENERGY 

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 
Subtitle A-National 8ecurity Programs 

Authorizations 
SEC. 3101. WEAPONS ACTIVITIES. 

(a) OPERATING EXPENSES.-Funds are hereby 
authorized to be appropriated to the Department 
of Energy for fiscal year 1994 for operating ex
penses incurred in carrying out weapons activi
ties necessary for national security programs in 
the amount of $3,662,954,000, to be allocated as 
follows: 

(1) For research and development, 
$1,119,325,000. 

(2) For testing, $222,383,000. 
(3) For stockpile support, $1,802,280,000. 
(4) For program direction, $280,466,000. 
(5) For complex reconfiguration, $138,500,000. 
(6) For stockpile stewardship, $100,000,000. 
(b) PLANT PROJECTS.-Funds are hereby au

thorized to be appropriated to the Department of 
Energy for fiscal year 1994 for plant projects (in
cluding maintenance, restoration, planning, 
construction, acquisition, modification of facili
ties, and the continuation of projects authorized 
in prior years, and land acquisition related 
thereto) in carrying out weapons activities nec
essary for national security programs as fallows: 

Project GPD-101, general plant projects, var
ious locations, $11,500,000. 

Project GPD-121, general plant projects, var
ious locations, $7,700,000. 

Project 94-D-102, nuclear weapons research , 
development, and testing facilities revitaliza
tion, Phase V, various locations, $11,110,000. 

Project 94-D-124, hydrogen fluoride supply 
system, Oak Ridge Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, Ten
nessee, $5,000,000. 

Project 94-D-125, upgrade life safety, Kansas 
City Plant, Kansas City, Missouri, $1,000,000. 

Project 94-D-127, emergency notification sys
tem, Pantex Plant, Amarillo, Texas, $1,000,000. 

Project 94-D-128, environmental safety and 
health analytical laboratory, Pantex Plant, 
Amarillo, Texas, $800,000. 

Project 93-D-102, Nevada support facility, 
North Las Vegas , Nevada, $4,000,000. 

Project 93-D-122, life safety upgrades, Y-12 
Plant, Oak Ridge, Tennessee , $5,000,000. 

Project 93-D-123, complex-21, various loca
tions, $25,000,000. 

Project 92-D-102, nuclear weapons research, 
development, and testing facilities revitaliza
tion, Phase IV, various locations, $27,479,000. 

Project 92-D-126, replace emergency notifica
tion systems, various locations, $10,500,000. 

Project 90-D-102, nuclear weapons research, 
development, and testing facilities revitaliza
tion , Phase III, various locations, $30 ,805,000. 

Project 88-D-106, nuclear weapons research, 
development, and testing facilities revitaliza
tion, Phase II, various locations, $39,624,000. 

Project 88-D-122 , facilities capability assur
ance program, various locations, $27,100,000. 

Project 88-D-123, security enhancements, 
Pantex Plant, Amarillo , Texas , $20,000,000. 
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(C) CAPITAL EQVIPMENT.-Funds are hereby 

authorized to be appropriated to the Department 
of Energy for fiscal year 1994 for capital equip
ment not related to construction in carrying out 
weapons activities necessary for national secu
rity programs in the amount of $123,034,000, to 
be allocated as fallows: 

(1) For research and development, $82,879,000. 
(2) For testing, $24,400,000. 
(3) For stockpile support, $12,136,000. 
(4) For program direction, $3,619,000. 
(d) ADJUSTMENTS FOR SAVINGS.-The total 

amount authorized to be appropriated pursuant 
to this section is the sum of the amounts speci
fied in subsections (a) through (c) reduced by 
$420,641,000 for use of prior year balances. 
SEC. 3102. ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND 

WASTE MANAGEMENT. 
(a) OPERATING EXPENSES.-Funds are hereby 

authorized to be appropriated to the Department 
of Energy for fiscal year 1994 for operating ex
penses incurred in carrying out environmental 
restoration and waste management activities 
necessary for national security programs in the 
amount of $4 ,832,213,000, to be allocated as fol
lows: 

(1) For corrective activities, $2,170,000. 
(2) For environmental restoration, 

$1 ,536,027,000. 
(3) For waste management, $2,275,441,000. 
(4) For technology development, $371,150,000. 
(5) For transportation management, 

$19,730,000. 
(6) For program direction, $82,427,000. 
(7) For facility transition, $545,268,000. 
(b) PLANT PROJECTS.-Funds are hereby au

thorized to be appropriated to the Department of 
Energy for fiscal year 1994 for plant projects (in
cluding maintenance, restoration, planning, 
construction, acquisition, modification of facili
ties, and the continuation of projects authorized 
in prior years, and land acquisition related 
thereto) in carrying out environmental restora
tion and waste management activities necessary 
for national security programs as follows: 

Project GPD-171, general plant projects, var
ious locations, $49,015,000. 

Project 94-D-122, underground storage tanks, 
Rocky Flats, Colorado, $700,000. 

Project 94-D-400, high explosive wastewater 
treatment system, Los Alamos National Labora
tory, Los Alamos, New Mexico, $1,000,000. 

Project 94-D-401, emergency response facility, 
Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$1,190,000. 

Project 94-D-402, liquid waste treatment sys
tem, Nevada Test Site, Nevada, $491,000. 

Project 94-D-404, Melton Valley storage tank 
capacity increase, Oak Ridge National Labora
tory, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $9,400,000. 

Project 94-D-405, central neutralization facil
ity pipeline extension project, K -25, Oak Ridge , 
Tennessee , $1 ,714,000. 

Project 94-D-406, low-level waste disposal fa
cilities, K-25, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $6,000,000. 

Project 94-D-407, initial tank retrieval sys
tems, Richland, Washington, $7,000,000. 

Project 94-D-408, office facilities-200 East, 
Richland, Washington, $1,200,000. 

Project 94-D-411, solid waste operation com
plex , Richland, Washington, $7,100,000. 

Project 94-D-412, 300 area process sewer pip
ing upgrade, Richland, Washington, $1,100,000. 

Project 94-D-414, site 300 explosive waste stor
age facility , Lawrence Livermore National Lab
oratory, Livermore, California, $370,000. 

Project 94-D-415, medical facilities, Idaho Na-
tional Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$1 ,110,000. 

Project 94-D-416, solvent storage tanks instal
lation, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$1,500,000. 

Project 94-D-417, intermediate level and low 
activity waste vaults, Savannah River Site, 
Aiken, South Carolina, $1,000,000. 

Project 94-D-451, infrastructure replacement, 
Rocky Flats Plant, Golden, Colorado, $6,600,000. 

Project 93-D-172, electrical upgrade, Idaho 
National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$9,600,000. 

Project 93-D-174, plant drain waste water 
treatment upgrades, Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, 
Tennessee, $3,500,000. 

Project 93-D-175, industrial waste compaction 
facility, Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, 
$1,800,000. 

Project 93-D-176, Oak Ridge reservation stor
age facility, K-25 Plant , Oak Ridge, Tennessee, 
$6,039,000. 

Project 93-D-177, disposal of K-1515 sanitary 
water treatment plant waste, K-25 Plant, Oak 
Ridge, Tennessee, $7,100,000. 

Project 93-D-178, building 374 liquid waste 
treatment facility, Rocky Flats, Golden, Colo
rado, $1,000,000. 

Project 93-D-181, radioactive liquid waste line 
replacement, Richland, Washington, $6,700,000. 

Project 93-D-182, replacement of cross-site 
transfer system, Richland, Washington, 
$6,500,000. 

Project 93-D-183, multi-tank waste storage fa
cility, Richland, Washington, $52,615,000. 

Project 93-D-184, 325 facility compliance/ren
ovation, Richland, Washington, $3,500,000. 

Project 93-D-185, landlord program safety 
compliance, Phase II, Richland, Washington, 
$1,351,000. 

Project 93-D-187, high-level waste removal 
from filled waste tanks, Savannah River, Aiken, 
South Carolina, $13,230,000. 

Project 93-D-188, new sanitary landfill, Sa-
vannah River, Aiken, South Carolina, 
$1,020,000. 

Project 92-D-125, master safeguards and secu
rity agreement/materials surveillance task force 
security upgrades, Rocky Flats Plant, Golden, 
Colorado, $3,900,000. 

Project 92-D-172, hazardous waste treatment 
and processing facility, Pantex Plant, Amarillo, 
Texas , $300,000. 

Project 92- D-173, nitrogen oxide abatement fa
cility, Idaho Chemical Processing Plant , Idaho 
National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$10,000,000. 

Project 92-D-177, tank 101-AZ waste retrieval 
system Richland, Washington , $7,000,000. 

Project 92-D-181, INEL fire and life safety im
provements, Idaho National Engineering Lab
oratory, Idaho, $5,000,000. 

Project 92-D-182, INEL sewer system upgrade, 
Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$1,450,000. 

Project 92-D-183, INEL transportation com
plex , Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, 
Idaho , $7,198,000. 

Project 92-D-184, Hanford infrastructure un
derground storage tanks , Richland , Washing
ton, $300,000. 

Project 92-D-186, steam system rehabilitation, 
Phase II, Richland , Washington, $4 ,300,000. 

Project 92-D-187, 300 area electrical distribu
tion, conversion, and safety improvements, 
Phase II, Richland, Washington, $10,276,000. 

Project 92-D-188, waste management ES&H, 
and compliance activities, various locations, 
$8,568,000. 

Project 92-D-403, tank upgrade project, Law
rence Livermore National Laboratory Calif or
nia, $3 ,888,000. 

Project 91-D-171, waste receiving and process
ing facility, module 1, Richland, Washington, 
$17, 700,000. 

Project 91-D-175, 300 area electrical distribu
tion, conversion, and safety improvements, 
Phase I, Richland, Washington, U,500,000. 

Project 90-D-172, aging waste transfer line, 
Richland, Washington, $5,600,000. 

Project 90-D-175, landlord program safety 
compliance-I, Richland , Washington, $1,800,000. 

Project 90-D-177, RWMC transuranic (TRU) 
waste characterization and storage facility. 
Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$21,700,000. 

Project 89-D-172, Hanford environmental com
pliance, Richland, Washington, $11, 700,000. 

Project 89-D-173, tank farm ventilation up
grade, Richland, Washington, $1,800,000. 

Project 89-D-174, replacement high-level waste 
evaporator, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$23,974,000. 

Project 89-D-175, hazardous waste/mixed 
waste disposal facility, Savannah River, South 
Carolina, $7,000,000. 

Project 88-D-173, Hanford waste vitrification 
plant, Richland, Washington, $85,000,000. 

Project 87-D-181, diversion box and pump pit 
containment buildings, Savannah River , South 
Carolina, $2,137,000. 

Project 86-D-103, decontamination and waste 
treatment facility, Lawrence Livermore National 
Laboratory, California, $10,260,000. 

Project 83-D-148, nonradioactive hazardous 
waste management, Savannah River, South 
Carolina, $9,769,000. 

Project 81-T-105, defense waste processing fa-
cility, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$43,873,000. 

(c) CAPITAL EQVIPMENT.-Funds are hereby 
authorized to be appropriated to the Department 
of Energy for fiscal year 1994 for capital equip
ment not related to construction in carrying out 
environmental restoration and waste manage
ment activities necessary for national security 
programs in the amount of $203,826,000, to be al
located as fallows: 

(1) For corrective activities, $600,000. 
(2) For waste management, $138,781,000. 
(3) For technology development, $29,850,000. 
(4) For transportation management, $400 ,000. 
(5) For program direction, $9,469,000. 
(6) For facility transition and management, 

$24,726,000. 
(d) ADJVSTMENTS.-The total amount author

ized to be appropriated pursuant to this section 
is the sum of the amounts specified in sub
sections (a) through (c) reduced by $299,100,000 
for use of prior year balances and for a general 
reduction. 
SEC. 3103. NUCLEAR MATERIALS SUPPORT AND 

OTHER DEFENSE PROGRAMS. 
(a) OPERATING EXPENSES.-Funds are hereby 

authorized to be appropriated to the Department 
of Energy for fiscal year 1994 for operating ex
penses incurred in carrying out nuclear mate
rials support and other defense programs nec
essary for national security programs in the 
amount of $2,226,039,000, to be allocated as fol
lows: 

(1) For nuclear materials support, 
$901,166,000. 

(2) For verification and control technology, 
$349, 741,000. 

(3) For nuclear safeguards and secur.ity, 
$86,246,000. 

(4) For security investigations, $53,335,000. 
(5) For security evaluations, $14,961,000. 
(6) For nuclear safety, $24,859,000. 
(7) For worker training and adjustment, 

$100,000,000. 
(8) For naval reactors, including enrichment 

materials, $695, 731,000. 
(b) PLANT PROJECTS.-Funds are hereby au

thorized to be appropriated to the Department of 
Energy for fiscal year 1994 for plant projects (in
cluding maintenance, restoration, planning, 
construction, acquisition, modification of facili
ties, and the continuation of projects authorized 
in prior years, and land acquisition related 
thereto) in carrying out nuclear materials pro
duction and other defense programs necessary 
for national security programs as fallows: 

(1) For materials support: 
Project GPD-146, general plant projects, var

ious locations, $31, 760,000. 
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Project 93-D- 147, domestic water system .up

grade , Phases I and II, Savannah River , South 
Carolina , $7,720,000. 

Project 93- D- 148, replace high-level drain 
lines, Savannah River , South Carolina, 
$1 ,800,000. 

Project 93-D-152, environmental modification 
for production facilities , Savannah River, South 
Carolina, $20,000,000. 

Project 92- D-140, F&H canyon exhaust up
grades, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$15,000,000. 

Project 92-D-142 , nuclear material processing 
training center , Savannah River, South Caro
lina, $8,900 ,000. 

Project 92-D- 143, health protection instrument 
calibration facility, Savannah River, South 
Carolina, $9,600,000. 

Project 92-D- 150, operations support facilities, 
Savannah River, South Carolina, $26,900,000. 

Project 92-D-153, engineering support facility, 
Savannah River , South Carolina, $9,500,000. 

Project 90-D-149, plantwide fire protection , 
Phases I and II, Savannah River, South Caro
lina, $25,950,000. 

Project 86- D-149, productivity retention pro
gram, Phases I, II, III, IV, V, and VI , various 
locations, $3,700,000. 

(2) For verification and control technology : 
Project 90-D-186, center for national security 

and arms control, Sandia National Laboratories, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico, $8,515,000. 

(3) For naval reactors development: 
Project GPN- 101 , general plant projects, var

ious locations, $7,500,000. 
Project 93-D- 200, engineering services facili-

ties, Knolls Atomic Power Laboratory, 
Niskayuna, New York, $7,000,000. 

Projec.t 92-D- 200, ' laboratories facilities up
grades, various locations, $2,800,000. 

Project 90-N-102, expended core facility dry 
cell project, Naval Reactors Facility, Idaho, 
$7,800,000. 

(C) CAPITAL EQUIPMENT.-Funds are hereby 
authorized to be appropriated to the Department 
of Energy for fiscal year 1994 for capital equip
ment not related to construction in carrying out 
nuclear materials production and other defense 
programs necessary for national security pro
grams as fallows: 

(1) For materials support, $75,209,000. 
(2) For verification and control technology, 

$15,573,000. 
(3) For nuclear safeguards and security , 

$4,101,000. 
(4) For nuclear safety, $50,000. 
(5) For naval reactors, $46,900,000. 
(d) ADJUSTMENTS.-The total amount that 

may be appropriated pursuant to this section is 
the sum of the amounts specified in subsections 
(a) through (c)-

(1) reduced by-
( A) $100,000,000, for recovery of overpayment 

to the Savannah River Pension Fund; 
(B) $251,065,000, for use of prior year balances 

for materials support and other defense pro
grams; 

(C) $100,067,000, for use of prior year balances 
for the new production reactor; and 

(D) $110,000,000, for a general reduction; and 
(2) increased by $58,000,000 for education pro

grams. 
SEC. 3104. DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL. 

Funds are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Department of Energy for fiscal year 1994 
for operating expenses incurred in carrying out 
the nuclear waste fund program in the amount 
of $120,000,000. 
SEC. 3105. FUNDING USES AND UMITATIONS. 

(a) DEFENSE INERTIAL CONFINEMENT FUSION 
PROGRAM.-Of the funds authorized to be ap
propriated to the Department of Energy for fis
cal year 1994 for operating expenses and plant 
and capital equipment, $188,413,000 shall be 

available for the defense inertial confinement 
fusion program. 

(b) PAYMENT OF PENALTY.- The Secretary of 
Energy may pay to the Hazardous Substance 
Superfund, from funds appropriated to the De
partment of Energy for environmental restora
tion and waste management activities pursuant 
to section 3102 , a stipulated civil penalty in the 
amount of $100,000 assessed in accordance with 
Article XIX of the Hanford Consent Agreement 
and Compliance Order. 

(C) CERTAIN WATER MANAGEMENT PRO
GRAMS.-From funds authorized to be appro
priated pursuant to section 3102 to the Depart
ment of Energy for environmental restoration 
and waste management activities, the Secretary 
of Energy may reimburse the cities of West
minster, Broomfield, Thornton, and Northglen, 
in the State of Colorado, $11 ,300,000 for the cost 
of implementing water management programs. 

(d) TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER ACTIVITIES.
(1)( A) The Secretary of Energy may use for 
technology trans! er activities described in sub
paragraph (B) funds appropriated or otherwise 
made available to the Department of Energy for 
fiscal year 1994 for stockpile support under sec
tion 3101 and for nuclear materials support and 
other defense programs under section 3103. 

(B) The technology transfer activities that 
may be funded under this paragraph are those 
that are determined by the Secretary of Energy 
to facilitate the maintenance and enhancement 
of critical skills required for research on, and 
development of, any dual-use critical tech
nology . 

(2) The Secretary of Energy shall conduct the 
technology transfer activities funded under 
paragraph (1) in accordance with applicable 
laws and regulations relating to grants, con
tracts, and cooperative agreements of the De
partment of Energy, including the Stevenson
Wydler Technology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 
U.S.C. 3701 et seq.), the National Competitive
ness Technology Transfer Act of 1989 (Public 
Law 101-189; 103 Stat. 1674) , and section 3136 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis
cal Years 1992 and 1993 (Public Law 102-190; 105 
Stat. 1577) . 

(3) For purposes of this subsection, the term 
" dual-use critical technology" has the meaning 
given that term by section 3136(b) of the Na
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Years 1992 and 1993 (Public Law 102-190; 105 
Stat. 1577) . 

(4) Section 12(d) of the Stevenson-Wydler Act 
of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3710a(d)) is amended-

( A) in paragraph (2)(B)-
(i) by inserting " (including a weapon produc

tion facility of the Department of Energy)" after 
" facilities under a common contract"; and 

(ii) by inserting "and production" after "re
search and development"; 

(B) in paragraph (2) , by striking out "propul
sion program; and" and inserting in lieu thereof 
''propulsion program;'': 

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking out the pe
riod and inserting in lieu thereof "; and"; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(4) the term 'weapon production facility of 
the Department of Energy ' means a facility 
under the control or jurisdiction of the Sec
retary of Energy that is operated for national 
security purposes and is engaged in the produc
tion of a nuclear weapon or its components.". 

(e) PROHIBITION ON RESEARCH AND DEVELOP
MENT OF LOW-YIELD NUCLEAR WEAPONS.-(1) 
The Congress finds the following : 

(A) Section 507 of the Energy and Water De
velopment Appropriations Act, 1993° (Public Law 
102-377; 106 Stat. 1345) places severe restrictions 
on the underground testing of a nuclear weapon 
by the United States. 

(B) The use of low-yield nuclear weapons 
threatens to blur the distinction between nu
clear and non-nuclear conflict. 

(2) It shall be the policy of the United States 
not to conduct research and development of new 
low-yield nuclear weapons, including the preci
sion low-yield warhead. 

(3) No funds appropriated pursuant to this 
Act or any other Act in any fiscal year may be 
used to conduct or provide for the research and 
development of any low-yield nuclear weapon 
which , as of the date of the enactment of this 
Act, has not entered production. 

(4) In this subsection, the term " low-yield nu
clear weapon" means a nuclear weapon that 
has a yield less than the lowest yield nuclear 
weapon type in the nuclear weapons stockpile 
in existence on the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

Subtitle B-Recurring General Provisions 
SEC. 3121. REPROGRAMMING. 

(a) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.-
(]) Except as otherwise provided in this title
( A) no amount appropriated pursuant to this 

title may be used for any program in excess · of 
the lesser of-

(i) 105 percent of the amount authorized for 
that program by this title; or 

(ii) $10,000,000 more than the amount author
ized for that program by this title ; and 

(B) no amount appropriated pursuant to this 
title may be used for any program which has 
not been presented to, or requested of, the Con
gress. 

(2) An action described in paragraph (1) may 
not be taken until-

( A) the Secretary of Energy has submitted to 
the congressional defense committees a report 
containing a full and complete statement of the 
action proposed to be taken and the facts and 
circumstances relied upon in support of such 
proposed action; and 

(B) a period of 30 days has elapsed after the 
date on which the report is received by the com
mittees. 

(3) In the computation of the 30-day period 
under paragraph (2) , there shall be excluded 
any day on which either House of Congress is 
not in session because of an adjournment of 
more than 3 calendar days to a day certain. 

(b) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT 0BLIGATED.-ln 
no event may the total amount of funds obli
gated pursuant to this title exceed the total 
amount authorized to be appropriated by this 
title. 
SEC. 3122. UMITS ON GENERAL PLANT 

PROJECTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of Energy 

may carry out any construction project under 
the general plant projects provisions authorized 
by this title if the total estimated cost of the 
construction project does not exceed $1 ,200,000. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.-lf, at any time 
during the construction of any general plant 
project authorized by this title , the estimated 
cost of the project is revised because of unf ore
seen cost variations and the revised cost of the 
project exceeds $1,200 ,000, the Secretary shall 
immediately furnish a complete report to the 
congressional defense committees explaining the 
reasons for the cost variation. 
SEC. 3123. UMITS ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-
(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), con

struction on a construction project may not be 
started or additional obligations incurred in 
connection with the project above the total esti
mated cost , whenever the current estimated cost 
of the construction project, which is authorized 
by sections 3101, 3102, 3103, and 3104 of this title, 
or which is in support of national security pro
grams of the Department of Energy and was au
thorized by any previous Act, exceeds by more 
than 25 percent the higher of-

( A) the amount authorized for the project; or 
(B) the amount of the total estimated cost for 

the project as shown in the most recent budget 
justification data submitted to Congress. 
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(2) An action described in paragraph (1) may 

be taken if-
( A) the Secretary of Energy has submitted to 

the congressional defense committees a report on 
the actions and the circumstances making such 
actions necessary; and 

(B) a period of 30 days has elapsed after the 
date on which the report is received by the com
mittees. 

(3) In the computation of the 30-day period 
under paragraph (2), there shall be excluded 
any day on which either House of Congress is 
not in session because of an adjournment of 
more than 3 calendar days to a day certain. 

(b) EXCEPTION.-Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to any construction project which has a 
current. estimated cost of less than $5,000,000. 
SEC. 3124. FUND TRANSFER AUTHORITY. 

Funds appropriated pursuant to this title may 
be transferred to other agencies of the Govern
ment for the performance of the work for which 
the funds were appropriated, and funds so 
trans! erred may be merged with the appropria
tions of the agency to which the funds are 
transferred. 
SEC. 3125. AUTHORITY FOR CONSTRUCTION DE

SIGN. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-
(1) Within the amounts authorized by this 

title for plant engineering and design, the Sec
retary of Energy may carry out advance plan
ning and construction design (including archi
tectural and engineering services) in connection 
with a proposed construction project for a na
tional security program if the total estimated 
cost for such planning and design does not ex
ceed $2,000,000. 

(2) In the · case of any such project in which 
the total estimated cost for advance planning 
and design exceeds $300,000, the Secretary shall 
notify the congressional defense committees in 
writing of the details of such project at least 30 
days before any funds are obligated for design 
services for such project. 

(b) SPECIFIC AUTHORITY REQUIRED.-ln any 
case in which the total estimated cost for ad
vance planning and construction design in con
nection with any such construction project ex
ceeds $2,000,000, funds for such planning and 
design must be specifically authorized by law. 
SEC. 3126. AUTHORITY FOR EMERGENCY PLAN-

NING, DESIGN, AND CONSTRUCTION 
ACTIVITIES. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary Of Energy 
may use any funds available to the Department 
of Energy, including those funds authorized to 
be appropriated for advance planning and con
struction design under sections 3101, 3102, 3103, 
3104, to perform planning, design, and construc
tion activities for any Department of Energy de
fense activity construction project that, as de
termined by the Secretary, must proceed expedi
tiously in order to protect public health and 
safety. meet the needs of national defense, or 
protect property. 

(b) LIMITATION.-The Secretary may not exer
cise the authority under subsection (a) in the 
case of any construction project until the Sec
retary has submitted to the congressional de
fense committees a report on the activities that 
the Secretary intends to carry out under this 
section and the circumstances making such ac
tivities necessary. 

(c) SPECIFIC AUTHORITY.-The requirement of 
section 3125(b) does not apply to emergency 
planning, design, and construction activities 
conducted under this section. 

(d) REPORT.-The Secretary of Energy shall 
promptly report to the congressional defense 
committees any exercise of authority under this 
section. 
SEC. 3127. FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR ALL NATIONAL 

. SECURITY PROGRAMS OF THE DE
PARTMENT OF ENERGY. 

Subject to the provisions of appropriation Acts 
and section 3121, amounts appropriated pursu-

ant to this title for management and support ac
tivities and for general plant projects are avail
able for use, when necessary, in connection with 
all national security programs of the Depart
ment of Energy. 
SEC. 3128. AVAILABIUTY OF FUNDS. 

When so specified in an appropriation Act, 
amounts appropriated for operating expenses or 
for plant and capital equipment may remain 
available until expended. 

Subtitle C-Other Provisions 
SEC. 3131. IMPROVED CONGRESSIONAL OVER

SIGHT OF DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
SPECIAL ACCESS PROGRAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 9 of the Atomic En
ergy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2121 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
"SEC. 93. CONGRESSIONAL OVERSIGHT OF SPE

CIAL ACCESS PROGRAMS. 
"(a) ANNUAL REPORT ON SPECIAL ACCESS PRO

GRAMS.-
"(1) IN GENERAL.-Not later than February 1 

of each year, the Secretary of Energy shall sub
mit to the congressional defense committees a re
port on special access programs of the Depart
ment of Energy carried out under the atomic en
ergy defense activities of the Department. 

"(2) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.-Each such 
report shall set for th-

"(A) the total amount requested for such pro
grams in the President 's budget for the next fis
cal year submitted under section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code; and 

"(B) for each such program in that budget the 
following: 

"(i) A brief description of the program. 
"(ii) A brief discussion of the major milestones 

established for the program. 
"(iii) The actual cost of the program for each 

fiscal year during which the program has been 
conducted before the fiscal year during which 
that budget is submitted. 

"(iv) The estimated total cost of the program 
and the estimated cost of the program for (I) the 
current fiscal year, (II) the fiscal year for which 
the budget is submitted, and (Ill) each of the 
four succeeding fiscal years during which the 
program is expected to be conducted. 

"(b) ANNUAL REPORT ON NEW SPECIAL ACCESS 
PROGRAMS.-

"(1) IN GENERAL.-Not later than February 1 
of each year, the Secretary of Energy shall sub
mit to the congressional defense committees a re
port that, with respect to each new special ac
cess program, provides-

"( A) notice of the designation of the program 
as a special access program; and 

"(B) justification for such designation. 
"(2) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.-A report 

under paragraph (1) with respect to a program 
shall include-

"( A) the current estimate of the total program 
cost for the program; and 

"(B) an identification of existing programs or 
technologies that are similar to the technology, 
or that have a mission similar to the mission, of 
the program that is the subject of the notice. 

"(3) NEW SPECIAL ACCESS PROGRAM DEFINED.
In this subsection , the term 'new special access 
program' means a special access program that 
has not previously been covered in a notice and 
justification under this subsection. 

"(c) REPORTS ON CHANGES IN CLASSIFICATION 
OF SPECIAL ACCESS PROGRAMS.-

"(1) NOTICE TO CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES.
Whenever a change in the classification of a 
special access program of the Department of En
ergy is planned to be made or whenever classi
fied information concerning a special access 
program of the Department of Energy is to be 
declassified and made public, the Secretary of 
Energy shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report containing a description of 

the proposed change, the reasons for the pro
posed change, and notice of any public an
nouncement planned to be made with respect to 
the proposed change. 

"(2) TIME FOR NOTICE.-Except as provided in 
paragraph (3), any report referred to in para
graph (1) shall be submitted not less than 14 
days before the date on which the proposed 
change or public announcement is to occur. 

"(3) TIME WAIVER FOR EXCEPTIONAL CIR
CUMSTANCES.-/[ the Secretary determines that 
because of exceptional circumstances the re
quirement of paragraph (2) cannot be met with 
respect to a proposed change or public an
nouncement concerning a special access pro
gram of the Department of Energy, the Sec
retary may submit the report required by para
graph (1) regarding the proposed change or pub
lic announcement at any time before the pro
posed change or public announcement is made 
and shall include in the report an explanation 
of the exceptional circumstances. 

"(d) NOTICE OF CHANGE IN SAP DESIGNATION 
CRITERIA.-Whenever there is a modification or 
termination of the policy and criteria used for 
designating a program of the Department of En
ergy as a special access program, the Secretary 
of Energy shall promptly notify the congres
sional defense committees of such modification 
or termination. Any such notification shall con
tain the reasons for the modification or termi
nation and, in the case of a modification, the 
provisions of the policy as modified. 

"(e) WAIVER AUTHORITY.-
"(1) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of Energy 

may waive any requirement under subsection 
(a), (b), or (c) that certain information be in
cluded in a report under that subsection if the 
Secretary determines that inclusion of that in
formation in the report would adversely affect 
the national security. Any such waiver shall be 
made on a case-by-case basis. 

"(2) LIMITED NOTICE REQUIRED.-lf the Sec
retary exercises the authority provided under 
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall provide the 
information described in that subsection with 
respect to the special access program concerned, 
and the justification for the waiver, jointly to 
the chairman and ranking minority member of 
each of the congressional defense committees. 

"(f) REPORT AND WAIT FOR INITIATING NEW 
PROGRAMS.-A special access program may not 
be initiated until-

"(1) the congressional defense committees are 
notified of the program; and 

"(2) a period of 30 days elapses after such no
tification is received. 

"(g) CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES 
DEFINED.-ln this section, the term 'congres
sional defense committees' means the Commit
tees on Armed Services and the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and House of Rep
resentatives.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of con
tents at the beginning of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954 is amended by inserting after the item re
lating to section 92 the following new item: 
"Sec. 93. Congressional oversight of special ac

cess programs.". 
SEC. 3132. BASEUNE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGE· 

MENT REPORTS. 
(a) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION REPORT.

At the same time the President submits to the 
Congress the budget for each fiscal year, the 
Secretary of Energy shall submit to the Congress 
a report on the activities and projects necessary 
to complete the environmental restoration of all 
Department of Energy defense nuclear facilities 
not later than the year 2019. 

(b) WASTE MANAGEMENT REPORT.-Not later 
than 30 days after the date on which the Presi
dent submits to the Congress the budget for each 
fiscal year, the Secretary of Energy shall submit 
to the Congress a report on all activities and 
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projects for waste management, decontamina
tion and decommissioning, and technology re
search and development that are necessary for 
Department of Energy defense nuclear facilities 
through the year 2019. 

(c) CONTENTS OF REPORTS.-A report required 
under subsection (a) or (b) shall be based on 
compliance with all applicable provisions of law 
and shall-

. (1) provide the estimated total cost of, and the 
complete schedule for, the activities and projects 
covered by the report; and 

(2) with respect to each such activity and 
project, contain-

( A) a description of the activity or project; 
(B) a description of the problem addressed by 

the activity or project; 
(C) the proposed remediation of the problem, if 

the remediation is known or decided; 
(D) the estimated cost to complete the activity 

or project, including, where appropriate, the 
cost for every five-year increment; and 

(E) the estimated date for completion of the 
project or activity, including, where appro
priate, progress milestones for every five-year 
increment. 

(d) ANNUAL STATUS AND VARIANCE REPORT.
(]) The Secretary of Energy shall annually sub
mit to the C9ngress, at the same time the Presi
dent submits to the Congress the budget for a 
fiscal year (pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code), a status and variance re
port on environmental restoration and waste 
management activities and projects at Depart
ment of Energy defense nuclear facilities. The 
status and variance report shall contain the f al
lowing: 

(A) Information on each such activity and 
project for which funds were appropriated for 
the fiscal year immediately prior to the fiscal 
year during which the status report is submit
ted, including the following: 

(i) Information on whether or not the activity 
or project has been completed, and information 
on the estimated date of completion for activities 
or projects that have not been completed. 

(ii) The total amount of funds expended for 
the activity or project, including the amount of 
funds expended from amounts made available as 
the result of supplemental appropriations or a 
transfer of funds, and an estimate of the total 
amount of funds required to complete the activ
ity or project. 

(iii) Information on whether the President re
quested in the budget an amount of funds for 
the activity or project for the fiscal year during 
which the status report is submitted, and 
whether such funds were appropriated or trans
ferred. 

(iv) An explanation of the reasons for any 
projected cost variance of more than JO percent 
or $10,000,000, or any schedule delay of more 
than six months, for the activity or project. 

(B) A disaggregation of the funds appro
priated for Department of Energy defense envi
ronmental restoration and waste management, 
for the fiscal year during which the status re
port is submitted, into the activities and projects 
(including discrete parts of multi-year activities 
and projects) that the Secretary of Energy ex
pects to accomplish during that fiscal year. 

(C) A disaggregation of the Department of En
ergy defense environmental restoration and 
waste management budget request for the fiscal 
year for which the budget is submitted into the 
activities and projects (including discrete parts 
of multi-year activities and projects) that the 
Secretary of Energy expects to accomplish dur
ing that fiscal year. 

(2) The first annual report required under 
paragraph (1) shall be submitted at the same 
time the President submits to the Congress the 
budget for fiscal year 1995. A subsequent annual 
report under this subsection shall be submitted 
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for each fiscal year following fiscal year 1995 
during which the Secretary of Energy conducts 
environmental restoration activities and 
projects. 

(e) COMPLIANCE TRACKING.-In preparing a 
report under this section, the Secretary of En
ergy shall provide with respect to each activity 
and project identified in the report information 
which is sufficient to track the Department of 
Energy's compliance with relevant Federal and 
State regulatory milestones. 
SEC. 3133. EXPANSION OF AUTHORITY TO LOAN 

PERSONNEL AND FACIUTIES. 
(a) AUTHORITY TO LOAN PERSONNEL.-Sub

section (a)(l)( A) of section 1434 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act, Fiscal Year 1989 
(Public Law 100-456; 102 Stat. 2074) is amend
ed-

(1) in clause (i), by striking out "and" after 
the semicolon; 

(2) in clause (ii), by striking out the period 
and inserting in lieu thereof"; and"; and 

(3) by adding after clause (ii) the following 
new clause: 

"(iii) at the Savannah River Site, South Caro
lina, to loan personnel in accordance with this 
section to the community development organiza
tion known as the Savannah River Regional Di
versification Initiative.". 

(b) PURPOSE.-Subsection (a)(l)(B) of such 
section is amended by striking out "the Hanford 
Reservation and the Idaho National Engineer
ing Laboratory" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"the Hanford Reservation, the Idaho National 
Engineering Laboratory, and the Savannah 
River Site". 

(c) AUTHORITY TO LOAN FACILITIES.-Sub
section (b) of such section is amended by strik
ing out "or the Idaho National Engineering 
Laboratory, Idaho, " and inserting in lieu there
of "the Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, 
Idaho, and the Savannah River Site, South 
Carolina,". 

(d) DURATION OF PROGRAM.-Subsection (c) of 
such program is amended by striking out "termi
nate on" and all that follows through the pe
riod and inserting in lieu thereof the fallowing: 
"terminate on-

"(1) September 30, 1993, with respect to the 
Hanford Reservation; 

"(2) September 30, 1994, with respect to the 
Idaho National Engineering Laboratory; and 

"(3) September 30, 1995, with respect to the Sa
vannah River Site.". 
SEC. 3134. MODlFICATION OF PAYMENT PROVI

SION. 
Section 1532(a) of the Department of Defense 

Authorization Act, 1986 (42 U.S.C. 2391 note), is 
amended by striking out "1996" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "1995". 
SEC. 3135. STOCKPILE STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-The Secretary of Energy 
shall establish a stewardship program to ensure 
the preservation of the core intellectual and 
technical competencies of the United States in 
nuclear weapons, including weapons design, 
system integration, manufacturing, security, use 
control, reliability assessment, and certification. 

(b) PROGRAM ELEMENTS.-The program shall 
include the following: 

(1) An increased level of effort for advanced 
computational capabilities to enhance the sim
ulation and modeling capabilities of the United 
States. 

(2) An increased level of effort for above
ground experimental programs, such as 
hydrotesting, high-energy lasers, inertial con
finement fusion, plasma physics and materials 
research. 

(3) Support for new facilities construction 
projects that contribute. to the experimental ca
pabilities of t(ie United States, such as an ad
vanced hydrodynamics facility, the National Ig
nition Facility, and other facilities for above
ground experiments to assess weapon effects. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPFUATIONS.-Of 
funds authorized to be appropriated to the Sec
retary of Energy for fiscal year 1994 for weapons 
activities, $100,000,000 shall be available for the 
stewardship program established in subsection 
(a). 
SEC. 3136. COUNTER-PROUFERATION PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-The Secretary of En
ergy, with the concurrence of the Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretary of State, shall estab
lish a ·program to counter the increasing threat 
of nuclear weapons proliferation. 

(b) PROGRAM ELEMENTS.-The program estab
lished pursuant to subsection (a) shall include 
the following: 

(1) Ongoing counter-proliferation efforts with
in the national security programs of the Depart
ment of Energy. 

(2) The establishment of a database and track
ing system to account for production, storage, 
and usage of weapons-grade plutonium, ura
nium, and tritium in the newly independent 
states of the former Soviet Union and in other 
states, as appropriate. 

(3) Increased research and development with 
respect to the detection and disablement of ter-
rorist weapons. · 

(4) Increased support for-
( A) weapons dismantlement and storage; and 
(B) information and intelligence gathering on 

world-wide nuclear arsenals, nuclear weapons 
development programs, and related nuclear pro
grams. 

(C) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.-Of 
funds authorized to be appropriated to the Sec
retary of Energy for fiscal year 1994 for operat
ing expenses for verification and control tech
nology, $5,000,000 shall be available for the es
tablishment of the database and tracking system 
referred to in subsection (b)(2). 
SEC. 3137. UMITATIONS ON THE RECEIPT AND 

STORAGE OF SPENT NUCLEAR FUEL 
FROM FOREIGN RESEARCH REAC
TORS. 

(a) PURPOSE.-lt is the purpose of this section 
to regulate the receipt and storage of spent nu
clear fuel at the Department of Energy defense 
nuclear facility located at the Savannah River 
Site, South Carolina. 

(b) RECEIPT IN EMERGENCY SITUATIOiVS.-(1) 
When the Secretary of Energy determines that 
emergency circumstances make it necessary to 
receive spent nuclear fuel referred to in para
graph (2), the Secretary shall submit a notifica
tion of that determination to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep
resentatives. The Secretary may not receive the 
spent nuclear fuel at the Savannah River Site 
until 30 days (as computed in paragraph (3)) 
have expired fallowing the date on which the 
notification is received by such committees. 

(2) The spent nuclear fuel referred to in para
graph (1) is nuclear fuel that-

( A) is originally exported to a foreign country 
from the United States in the form of highly en
riched uranium; and 

(B) is used in a research reactor by the Gov
ernment of a foreign country or by a foreign
owned or foreign-controlled entity. 

(3) For purposes of paragraph (1), days on 
which either House is not in session because of 
an adjournment of more than 3 days to a day 
certain or because of an adjournment sine die 
shall be excluded in the computation of such 30-
day period. 

(c) LIMITATION ON STORAGE.-The Secretary 
of Energy may not receive and store at the De
partment of Energy defense nuclear facility lo
cated at Savannah River Site, South Carolina 
any spent nuclear fuel referred to in subsection 
(b)(2) in excess of the amount that is the capac
ity of such fuel that may be received and stored 
at such facility, until the completion of an envi
ronmental impact statement (and the signing by 
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the Secretary of a record of decision following 
such completion) under section 102(2)(c) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4332(2)(c)) with respect to the receipt and 
storage of spent nuclear fuel from foreign re
search reactors. 
SEC. 3138. CONTRACT GOAL FOR SMALL DIS· 

ADVANTAGED BUSINESSES AND CER· 
TAIN INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER 
EDUCATION. 

(a) GOAL.-Except as provided in subsection 
(c), a goal of 5 percent of the amount described 
in subsection (b) shall be the objective of the De
partment of Energy in carrying out national se
curity program.> of the Department in each of 
fiscal years 1994 through 2000 for the total com
bined amount obligated for contracts and sub
contracts entered into with-

(1) small business concerns, including mass 
media and advertising firms, owned and con
trolled by socially and economically disadvan
taged individuals (as such term is used in sec
tion 8(d) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
637(d)) and regulations issued under that sec
tion), the majority of the earnings of which di
rectly accrue to such individuals; 

(2) historically Black colleges and universities; 
and 

(3) minority institutions (as defined in para
graphs (3), (4), and (5) of section 312(b) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1058)), 
including any nonprofit research institution 
that was an integral part of a historically Black 
college or university before November 14, 1986. 

(b) AMOUNT.-The requirements of subsection 
(a) for any fiscal year apply to the combined 
total of the funds obligated for contracts entered 
into by the Department of Energy pursuant to 
competitive procedures for such fiscal year for 
purposes of carrying out military applications of 
nuclear energy and other national security pro
grams of the Department. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.-Subsection (a) does not 
apply-

(1) to the extent to which the Secretary of En
ergy determines that compelling national secu
rity considerations require otherwise; and 

(2) if the Secretary notifies Congress of such a 
determination and the reasons for the deter
mination. 
TITLE XXXll-DEFENSE NUCLEAR. FACILI

TIES SAFETY BOAR.D AUTHORIZATION 
SEC. 3201. AUTHORIZATION. 

There are authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal year 1994, $15,060,000 for the operation of 
the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board 
under chapter 21 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2286 et seq.). 

TITLE XXXlll-NATIONAL DEFENSE 
STOCKPILE 

SEC. 3301. DEFINITIONS. 

For purposes of this title: 
(1) The term "National Defense Stockpile" 

means the stockpile provided for in section 4 of 
the Strategic and Critical Materials Stock Piling 
Act (50 U.S.C. 98c). 

(2) The term "National Defense Stockpile 
Transaction Fund" means the fund established 
under section 9(a) of such Act (50 U.S.C. 
98h(a)). 

(3) The term "annual materials plan" means 
the report containing an annual materials plan 
for the operation of the National Defense Stock
pile required to be submitted to Congress each 
year under section ll(b) of such Act (50 U.S.C. 
98h-2(b)). 
SEC. 3302. DISPOSAL OF OBSOLETE AND EXCESS 

MATERIALS CONTAINED IN THE NA· 
TIONAL DEFENSE STOCKPILE. 

The President may dispose of obsolete and ex
cess materials in the National Defense Stockpile, 
except that the amount of funds received from 
the sale of such materials may not exceed 

$500,000,000 in any fiscal year. All funds re
ceived from the sale of materials under this sec
tion shall be deposited in the National Defense 
Stockpile Transaction Fund. 
SEC. 3303. MODIFICATION OF NOTICE AND WAIT 

REQUIREMENTS FOR DEVIATIONS 
FROM ANNUAL MATERIALS PLAN. 

Section 5(a)(2) of the Strategic and Critical 
Materials Stock Piling Act (50 U.S.C. 98d(a)(2)) 
is amended by striking out "and a period of 30 
days" and all that follows through "more than 
three days to a day certain." and inserting in 
lieu thereof "and a period of 45 days has passed 
from the date of the receipt of such statement by 
such committees.". 
SEC. 3304. CONTINUATION OF UMITATIONS ON 

THE DISPOSAL OF CHROMITE AND 
MANGANESE ORES AND CHROMIUM 
AND MANGANESE FERRO. 

(a) LIMITATION REGARDING CHROMITE AND 
MANGANESE ORES.-During fiscal year 1994, the 
disposal of chromite and manganese ores of met
allurgical grade from the National Defense 
Stockpile pursuant to any provision of law may 
be made only for processing within the United 
States and the territories and possessions of the 
United States. 

(b) LIMITATION REGARDING CHROMIUM AND 
MANGANESE FERRO.-The disposal Of chromium 
ferro and manganese ferro from the National 
Defense Stockpile pursuant to any provision of 
law may not commence before October 1, 1994. 
SEC. 3305. CONVERSION OF CHROMIUM ORE TO 

HIGH PURITY ELECTROLYTIC CHRO· 
MIUMMETAL. 

(a) REQUIRED UPGRADING.-During each of 
fiscal years 1994 through 1996, the President 
shall-

(1) obtain bids from domestic producers of 
high purity electrolytic chromium metal; and 

(2) award contracts for the conversion of chro
mium ores held in the National Defense Stock
pile into high purity electrolytic chromium 
metal. 

(b) QUANTITIES To BE UPGRADED.-(]) Con
tracts awarded under subsection (a) shall pro
vide for the addition of not less than 800 short 
tons of high purity electrolytic chromium metal 
to the National Defense Stockpile during each of 
the fiscal years covered by subsection (a). 

(2) If, during any fiscal year referred to in 
subsection (a), the minimum quantity of high 
purity electrolytic chromium metal to be added 
to the National Defense Stockpile, as required 
by paragraph (1), is not met, the quantity of 
such material to be added to the stockpile in the 
next fiscal year shall be increased by the quan
tity of the deficiency. 

TITLE XXXIV-CIVIL DEFENSE 
SEC. 3401. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
$146,391,000 for fiscal year 1994 for the purpose 
of carrying out the Federal Civil Defense Act of 
1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2251 et seq.). 
SEC. 3402. MODERNIZATION OF THE CIVIL DE· 

FENSE SYSTEM. 
(a) DECLARATION OF POLICY.-Section 2 of the 

Federal Civil Defense Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 
App. 2251) is amended to read as follows: 
"SEC. 2. DECLARATION OF POLICY. 

"The purpose of this Act is to provide a sys
tem of civil defense for the protection of life and 
property in the United States from hazards and 
to vest responsibility for civil defense jointly in 
the Federal Government and the several States 
and their political subdivisions. The Congress 
recognizes that the organizational structure es
tablished jointly by the Federal Government and 
the several States and their political subdivi
sions for civil defense purposes can be ef f ec
tively utilized to provide relief and assistance to 
people in areas of the United States struck by a 
hazard. The Federal Government shall provide 
necessary direction, coordination, and guidance 

and shall provide necessary assistance as au
thorized in this Act.". 

(b) DEFINITION OF HAZARD.-Section 3 of the 
Federal Civil Defense Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 
App. 2252) is amended-

(]) by redesignating subsections (a) through 
(h) as subsections (b) through (i), respectively; 

(2) by inserting before subsection (b), as so re
designated, the following new subsection (a): 

"(a) The term 'hazard' means an emergency 
or disaster resulting from-

"(1) a natural disaster; or 
"(2) an accidental or man-caused event, in

cluding a civil disturbance and an attack-relat
ed disaster."; 

(3) in subsection (b), as so redesignated-
( A) by striking out "attack" the first place it 

appears and inserting in lieu thereof "attack-re-
lated disaster"; and __ 

(BJ by striking out "atomic" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "nuclear"; 

(4) in subsection (c), as so redesignated, by 
striking out "and, for the purposes of this Act" 
and all that follows through "natural disaster;" 
and inserting in lieu thereof a period; and 

(5) by striking out subsection (d), as so redes
ignated, and inserting in lieu thereof the follow
ing new subsection: 

"(d) The term 'civil defense' means all those 
activities and measures designed or undertaken 
to minimize the effects of a hazard upon the ci
vilian population, to deal with the immediate 
emergency conditions which would be created by 
the hazard, and to effectuate emergency repairs 
to, or the emergency restoration of, vital utilities 
and facilities destroyed or damaged by the haz
ard. Such term shall include the following: 

"(1) Measures to be undertaken in prepara
tion for anticipated hazards (including the es
tablishment of appropriate organizations, oper
ational plans, and supporting agreements, the 
recruitment and training of personnel , the con
duct of research, the procurement and stock
piling of necessary materials and supplies, the 
provision of suitable warning systems, the con
struction or preparation of shelters, shelter 
areas, and control centers, and, when appro
priate, the non-military evacuation of civil pop
ulation). 

"(2) Measures to be undertaken during a haz
ard (including the enforcement of passive de
fense regulations prescribed by duly established 
military or civil authorities, the evacuation of 
personnel to shelter areas, the control of traffic 
and panic, and the control and use of lighting 
and civil communications). 

"(3) Measures to be undertaken following a 
hazard (including activities for fire fighting, 
rescue, emergency medical, health and sanita
tion services, monitoring for specific dangers of 
special weapons, unexploded bomb reconnais
sance, essential debris clearance, emergency 
welfare measures, and immediately essential 
emergency repair or restoration of damaged vital 
facilities).". 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO REFLECT 
DEFINITION OF HAZARD.-(1) Section 201 Of the 
Federal Civil Defense Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 
App. 2281) is amended-

( A) in subsection (c), by striking out "an at
tack or natural disaster·' and inserting in lieu 
thereof "a hazard"; 

(BJ in subsection (d), by striking out "attacks 
and natural disasters' · and inserting in lieu 
thereof "hazards "; and 

(CJ in subsection (g)-
(i) by striking out "an attack or natural dis

aster" the first place it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "a hazard"; and 

(ii) by striking out "undergoing an attack or 
natural disaster" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"experiencing a hazard". 

(2) Section 205(d)(l) of such Act (50 U.S.C. 
App. 2286(d)(J)) is amended by striking out 
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"natural disasters" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"hazards". 

(d) STATE USE OF FUNDS FOR PREPARATION 
AND RESPONSE.-(1) Section 207 of the Federal 
Civil Defense Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2289) 
is amended to read as follows: 

"SEC. 207. USE OF FUNDS TO PREPARE FOR AND 
RESPOND TO HAZARDS. 

''Funds made available to the States under 
this Act may be used by the States for the pur
poses of preparing for, and providing emergency 
assistance in response to hazards. Regulations 
prescribed to carry out this section shall author
ize the use of civil defense personnel, materials, 
and facilities supported in whole or in part 
through contributions under this Act for civil 
defense activities and measures related to haz
ards.". 

(2) The item relating to section 207 in the table 
of contents in the first section of such Act is 
amended to read as fallows: 
"Sec. 207. Use of funds to prepare for and re

spond to hazards.". 
(e) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISIONS.-(1) 

Title V of the Federal Civil Defense Act of 1950 
(50 U.S.C. App. 2301-2303) is repealed. 

(2) The table of contents in the first section of 
such Act is amended by striking out the items 
related to title V. 

(f) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND
MENTS.-(1) The table of contents in the first 
section of the Federal Civil Defense Act of 1950 
is amended-

( A) by inserting after the item relating to sec
tion 204 the following new item: 
"Sec. 205. Contributions for personnel and ad

ministrative expenses."; and 
(B) by inserting after the item relating to sec

tion 412 the following new item: 
"Sec. 413. Applicability of Reorganization Plan 

Numbered 1.". 
(2) Section 3 of such Act (50 U.S.C. App. 2252), 

as amended by subsection (b) of this section, is 
further amended-

( A) in each of subsections (b), (e), (f), and (g), 
as redesignated by subsection (b)(l) of this sec
tion, by striking out the semicolon at the end 
and inserting in lieu thereof a period; and 

(B) in subsection (h), as so redesignated, by 
striking out "; and" and inserting in lieu there
of a period. 

(3) Section 205 of such Act (50 U.S.C. App. 
2286) is amended by striking out "SEC. 205." and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
"SEC. 205. CONTRIBUTIONS FOR PERSONNEL AND 

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.". 
(g) AMENDMENT FOR STYLISTIC CONSIST

ENCY.-The Federal Civil Defense Act of 1950 (50 
U.S.C. App. 2251 et seq.) is further amended so 
that the section designation and section heading 
of each section of such Act shall be in the same 
farm and typeface as the section designation 
and heading of section 2 of such Act, as amend
ed by subsection (a) of this section. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. No 
amendments to the committee amend
ment in the nature of a substitute are 
in order except those amendments 
printed in House Report 103-223 or spec
ified by a subsequent order of the 
House. 

Except as specified in section 2 of 
House Resolution 246, the amendments 
shall be considered in the order printed 
in the report. Unless otherwise speci
fied in the report, each amendment 
may be offered only by the named pro
ponent or a designee, shall be consid
ered as read, shall not be subject to 
amendment and shall not be subject to 
a demand for a division of the question. 

Debate time on each amendment 
shall be equally divided and controlled 
by the proponent and an opponent of 
the amendment. 

The Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole may postpone until a time 
during further consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole a request for a 
recorded vote on any amendment made 
in order by House Resolution 246. 

The Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole may reduce to not less than 
5 minutes the time for voting by elec
tronic device on any postponed ques
tion that immediately follows another 
vote by electronic device without in
tervening business, provided that the 
time for voting by electronic device on 
the first in any series of questions shall 
not be less than 15 minutes. 

The Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole may recognize for consider
ation of amendments printed within a 
numbered part of the report-other 
than part 1-out of the order in which 
they are printed, but not sooner than 1 
hour after the chairman of the Cam
mi ttee on Armed Services or a designee 
announces from the floor a request to 
that effect. 

After designation of the committee 
amendment in the nature of a sub
stitute, an additional period of general 
debate shall be confined to funding lev
els for ballistic missile defense and 
shall not exceed 40 minutes, equally di
vided and con trolled by the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

It shall then be in order to consider 
the amendments printed in part 1 of 
the report. If more than one of the 

. amendments printed in part 1 of the re
port is adopted, only the last to be 
adopted shall be considered as finally 
adopted and reported to the House. 

After disposition of or postponement 
of further proceedings on the amend
ments printed in part 1 of the report, 
an additional period of general debate 
shall be confined to the Trident II (D-
5) missile and shall not exceed 30 min
utes, equally divided and controlled by 
the chairman and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

It shall then be in order to consider 
the amendments printed in part 2 of 
the report. 

After disposition of or postponement 
of further proceedings on the amend
ments printed in part 2 of the report, 
an additional period of general debate 
shall be confined to burdensharing and 
shall not exceed 20 minutes, equally di
vided and con trolled by the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

It shall then be in order to consider 
the amendments printed in part 3 of 
the report. 

After disposition of or postponement 
of further proceedings on the amend
ments printed in part 3 of the report, · 
an additional period of general debate 

shall be confined to economic conver
sion and shall not exceed 30 minutes, 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority mem
ber of the Committee on Armed Serv
ices. 

It shall then be in order to consider 
the amendments printed in part 4 of 
the report. 

After disposition of the amendments 
printed in part 4 of the report and any 
other amendment on which further 
proceedings were earlier postponed, the 
committee shall rise without motion. 
No further consideration of the bill 
shall be in order except pursuant to a 
subsequent order of the House. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 246, it 
is now in order to debate the subject 
matter of funding levels for ballistic 
missile defense. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. 
DELLUMS] will be recognized for 20 min
utes and the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. SPENCE] will be recog
nized for 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California [Mr. DELLUMS]. 

D 1540 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, we are now in general 
debate on the ballistic missile defense 
program. Mr. Chairman, I have come to 
the floor several times over the past 
decade to offer an amendment which 
would, in effect, kill star wars. 

In several of those years, the amend
ment enjoyed the support of the major
ity of the Democrats of the House. In 
almost all of those years, the country 
was still laboring under the burden of 
the cold war mentality with all of the 
fears and budgets that attended that 
mentality. 

Today we no longer have the threat 
of an intercontinental ballistic missile 
attack from the Soviet Union to offer 
as a rationale for the strategic defense 
initiative or what we euphemistically 
referred to over those years as star 
wars. In fact, we are told that star wars 
is dead, and we now have a combined 
national missile defense program and 
theater ballistic missile defense pro
gram under the rubric of ballistic mis
sile defense. 

Mr. Chairman, I will offer an amend
ment at the appropriate point that will 
not reduce spending on theater missile 
defense but will reduce funding for the 
national missile defense portion of the 
program. It may not be called star 
wars or SDI now, but it is essentially 
the same program. It makes even less 
sense now than it did $30 billion ago. 
Surprisingly, my amendment, Mr. 
Chairman, will be roughly in line with 
the funding of the Pentagon's bottom
up review regarding the technology
based requirements for national mis
sile defense. 

Of the five options reviewed, costing 
$25 billion, $23 billion, $20 billion, $18 
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billion, and $15 billion respectively, be
tween fiscal years 1995 and 1993, DOD 
selected the second cheapest. This op
tion embodies a major emphasis on 
theater missile defense, TMD, and a 
major deemphasis on national missile 
defense , NMD. It reduces NMD to an 
average of $600 million per year, with 
brilliant eyes accounting for $200 mil
lion of that. Taking away the $200 mil-. 
lion for brilliant eyes, a system which 
would, in this gentleman's opinion, vio
late the ABM Treaty, we have a fund
ing level of $400 million for national 
missile defense, which is exactly what 
the Dellums-DeFazio amendment pro
vides. 

This, as the Pentagon understands, is 
fully adequate to keep the technology 
base in national missile defense tech
nologies alive and healthy. The Del
lums-DeFazio amendment would fund 
theater ballistic missile defense at $932 
million and would provide $168 million 
for other research and support. Follow
on technologies, mostly SDI space
based sciences, would not be funded. 

As CIA Director James Woolsey has 
said, " We don 't expect any nations be
yond Russian and China to develop and 
produce ICBM's in this decade. " For 
further information on the CIA analy
sis of the threat, I recommend that my 
colleagues refer to the classified docu
ment " Prospects for worldwide devel
opment of ballistic missile threats to 
the continental United States (U), key 
findings. " I believe that this clears up 
much of the hyperbole surrounding the 
characterization of this threat. 

Mr. Chairman, it is time for the 
House to adopt a position on star wars 
that even the Pentagon has come to 
understand makes -sense. The threat 
does not require it. We cannot afford it. 

Let us vote for a ballistic missile de
fense program that addresses the real 
world, not a carton version of it. I will 
be asking for support at the appro
priate point of my colleagues for the 
Dellums-DeFazio amendment, when we 
offer it at the appropriate time in this 
debate. 

Mr. Chairman, with those remarks, I 
reserve the balance of my time . 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to share with 
my colleagues some thoughts on the 
future of the U.S. ballistic missile de
fense [BMD] program, as well as my 
views on the three amendments to H.R. 
2401 concerning missile defense funding 
that were made in order by the second 
rule. 

First, I was disappointed with the 
outcome of the Department of Defense 
[DOD] " Bottom Up Review" as it relat
ed to the U.S. BMD Program. As many 
of my colleagues are aware , Secretary 
Aspin chose to dramatically cut tl.e 
budget for missile defenses from the 
levels contained in the Bush-Cheney 
fiscal years 1995-99 budget. Specifi
cally, Secretary Aspin approved a 

budget profile for missile defense of $18 
billion over the 5-year period, down 
from $39 billion in the Cheney plan. 

There are a number of concerns I 
have with Secretary Aspin's decision. 
First, in the area of national missile 
defense, in deciding to focus only on 
basic research and development, as op
posed to either system technology de
velopment or actual deployment, Sec
retary Aspin will delay the date by 
which an effective defense for the con
tinental United States could be de
ployed. I need not remind my col
leagues that the United States has no 
capability today to interdict ballistic 
missiles once they are launched. In my 
opinion, Secretary Aspin 's decision is 
short-sighted in light of the continuing 
efforts of various Third World nations 
to acquire the means of delivering con
ventional munitions or even weapons 
of mass destruction over interconti
nental distances. 

Week after week, Mr. Chairman, the 
Armed Services Committee receives in
telligence reports on the proliferation 
of nuclear, chemical, and biological 
weapons and the missiles that can be 
used to launch them. The evidence con
tinues to mount that irresponsible 
Third World nations, such as Iran, 
Syria, Iraq, and Libya, are making 
deals with the likes of North Korea and 
the People 's Republic of China for as
sembled missiles and, in some in
stances, missile production hardware, 
as well as for dangerous technologies 
necessary to develop weapons of mass 
destruction. Sadly, the proliferation 
trend clearly is in the direction of sys
tems with increasing range and accu
racy. Likewise in the area of warhead 
development and production, the race 
continues. It is simply a matter of time 
before unstable, antidemocratic re
gimes in the Third World will possess 
the means of destroying Washington or 
New York or Los Angeles, just as they 
today possess the means of targeting 
Tel Aviv, Rome, and Ankara. 

Furthermore, we should not forget 
that the United States remains threat
ened by nuclear missiles. During the 
cold war, the paramount nuclear threat 
to the United States was from a mas
sive nuclear first-strike from the So
viet Union. Today , the threat to the 
United States of a deliberate attack 
from Russia has all but disappeared for 
the foreseeable future. Still, there is 
the real possibility of an accidental or 
unauthorized launch from the nuclear 
forces in the four nuclear Republics of 
the former Soviet Union. As noted by 
senior CIA analyst Lawrence Gershwin 
in a May 18, 1993, speech to the Amer
ican Defense Preparedness Association: 

The Soviet Union 's strong central govern
ment had an excellent nuclear command and 
control system that provided us wi t h a high 
level of assurance that an accidental or un
authorized launch was highly unlikely. 
Today, while we believe that such an event is 
highly unlikely, we must note that this com
mand control system was not designed in an-

ticipation of the potential fragmentation of 
political and military authority, especially 
in Russia. The dramatic political changes 
could betray weaknesses in Moscow's com
mand and control system that neither we 
nor the Russians could have anticipated. The 
reliability of the personnel involved with nu
clear weapons will be crucial to maintaining 
the security of the nuclear arsenal. 

It is important also to note that the 
People 's Republic of China [PRC] today 
possesses a capability to deliver a 
major nuclear attack against American 
cities. In his May 18 speech, Dr. 
Gershwin publicly confirmed that 
China does in fact target the United 
States with a percentage of its inter
continental-strike forces and that 
Beijing is planning to modernize these 
forces, including the development of a 
second mobile ICBM that can reach the 
United States. 

It is quite possible that other, unex
pected missile threats to the continen
tal United States could emerge within 
the next 10--15 years as well. As was 
noted in a February 1993 report enti
tled, "The Emerging Ballistic Missile 
Threat to the United States," several 
plausible, if unpredictable, paths exist 
wherein Third World nations could ac
quire the means to target the Amer
ican homeland with long-range mis
siles. Perhaps the most likely of these 
is the development or acquisition of 
space launch vehicle [SL VJ technology 
or complete systems by proliferant 
countries, and their subsequent conver
sion to long-range missile capabilities. 
Furthermore, it is widely accepted that 
any space launch vehicle capable of 
placing a satellite into low-earth orbit 
can be converted, with relative ease 
and with little or no warning, to an 
ICBM capable of delivering nuclear, 
chemical, or biological warheads to the 
continental United States. The result
ing ICBM capabilities, while few in 
number, could constitute a serious 
threat to the United States. 

Thus, in light of current and prospec
tive threats to the American homeland 
posed by long-range ballistic missiles, 
Secretary Aspin 's decision to focus the 
national missile defense program ex
clusively on basic research is , I believe, 
unwise. 

Second, in the area of theater missile 
defense, although Secretary Aspin's 
plan would provide the vast bulk of 
total BMD funding for this purpose, it 
should be noted that not even this as
pect of the U.S. BMD program emerged 
unscathed from the budgetary knife. 
Finally the " Bottom Up Review" failed 
to resolve fundamental Anti-Ballistic 
Missile [ABM] Treaty issues that stand 
in the way of developing and deploying 
even fully effective theater missile de
fense systems. 

My colleagues may recall that earlier 
this year, Secretary Aspin announced 
that theater missile defense [TMD] was 
the highest priority within the new ad
ministration 's refocused BMD program. 
At the same time, however, he unveiled 
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a dramatically reduced budget request 
for SDI: the funding request for the 
overall U.S. BMD program in fiscal 
year 1994 was cut by approximately 40 
percent below the level sought by 
President Bush in his January submis
sion. The administration's budget re
quest for TMD programs in fiscal year 
1994 was cut from $2.2 billion down to 
$1.8 billion. 

We should be realistic about the 
funding necessary to field improved 
TMD systems. Carrying all of the U.S. 
TMD programs through development 
and into deployment will cost several 
billion dollars per year. Congress needs 
to approve the administration's fund
ing request for TMD if U.S. forces and 
our friends and allies are to benefit 
from improved protection against 
emerging theater-class missile sys
tems. 

Finally, we also need to consider and 
debate the relevance of the 1972 Anti
Ballistic Missile [ABM] Treaty to to
day's international security environ
ment-marked by the proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction and mis
siles of increasing range and accu
racy-and not that which existed over 
20 years ago. Unfortunately, Secretary 
Aspin 's "Bottom Up Review" made no 
recommendations in this regard and 
left for another day the fundamental 
issue of whether and how the Treaty 
restricts TMD systems. 

Because the Clinton administration 
endorsed the so-called " narrow inter
pretation" of the ABM Treaty earlier 
this summer, some analysts now argue 
that all ABM Treaty issues have been 
resolved. Nothing could be further from 
the truth. The broad versus narrow in
terpretation debates of yesteryear basi
cally revolved around what develop
ment and testing of space-based inter
ceptors was permitted under the ABM 
Treaty. But the United States is no 
longer aggressively pursuing develop
ment and testing of brilliant pebbles. 

Instead, the key ABM Treaty compli
ance issues of today center on the ca
pability of TMD systems such as 
THAAD and space-based surveillance 
systems such as brilliant eyes. The so
called narrow interpretation sheds no 
light whatsoever on these critical is
sues. 

I have no doubt that some arms con
trol advocates will argue for an overly 
restrictive view of what capabilities 
U.S. TMD systems can and cannot pos
sess. I would strongly oppose any such 
efforts to scale back TMD performance 
based on such a misguided reading of 
the ABM Treaty. In fact, the ABM 
Treaty does not mention TMD systems; 
it was not intended to limit TMD sys
tems; and in no way should the treaty 
be permitted to constrain our efforts to 
develop improved TMD systems. 

Regardless of the tack the President 
ultimately chooses to take with re
spect to ABM Treaty compliance is
sues, it is clear that the administration 

will have to consult with the Congress 
on this issue if it hopes to sustain sup
port for its approach. I look forward to 
working with Secretary Aspin and oth
ers in the administration to develop an 
approach that ensures U.S. TMD sys
tems are capable of countering existing 
and projected missile threats. 

Turning briefly to the BMD funding 
amendments that are before us today, 
Mr. Chairman, let me summarize by 
saying that I believe it is vital to the 
defense of this Nation that we not re
duce further the amount authorized for 
the U.S. BMD program in fiscal year 
1994. In fact, the Armed Services Com
mittee voted to cut three-quarters of a 
billion dollars from the administra
tion's already reduced request for 
BMD. My preference would be to see 
the funding level for SDI increased-at 
least to the level approved by the Sen
ate Armed Services Committee. My 
colleagues will have just such an op
portunity to add appropriate funding 
back to the BMD program when they 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
HEFLEY]. 

At the same time, I strongly urge my 
colleagues to vote "No" on the Del
lums and Schroeder amendments, 
which seek to further reduce U.S. BMD 
funding in fiscal year 1994. These 
amendments, if enacted, would further 
erode our ability to deploy improved 
TMD systems, as well as delay the date 
by which the American people could be 
protected from emerging long-range 
missile threats. 

For these reasons, I strongly oppose 
the Dellums and Schroeder amend
ments, and support the Hefley amend
ment and urge my colleagues to do the 
same. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the balance of my time be 
controlled by the gentleman from Colo
rado [Mr. HEFLEY). 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempo re (Mr. 
DURBIN). Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN pro tempo re. The 

gentleman from Colorado [Mr. HEFLEY] 
will control the time on behalf of the 
minority. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, many Members at this 
stage, when we are being told over and 
over that the cold war is over, there is 
no threat out there anymore, may ask 
themselves, why should we support a 
defense against ballistic missiles? I 
think the answer lies somewhere out 
there in the future. 

If we had had a better defense against 
ballistic missiles, American service 
people would not have died in the bar
racks in Riyadh. If we had started on a 
more significant investment in ballis
tic missile defense earlier, perhaps Is
rael would not have sat in terror night 

after night waiting for Scuds to rain 
down. 

Make no mistake, we should have 
learned our lesson from Desert Storm. 
We have no effective defense against 
ballistic missile attack. 

Many Members will try to tell us 
that the threat has gone. There are no 
bad guys anymore. 

There are approximately 30 countries 
with ballistic missile capabilities right 
now. 

Mr. Chairman, I will put into the 
RECORD a report entitled " Threats to 
U.S. Interests from Ballistic Missile 
Delivered Weapons of Mass Destruction 
during the Next 10 to 20 Years" by 
Lawrence K. Gershwin, who is the na
tional intelligence officer for strategic 
programs for the Central Intelligence 
Agency. I think that is a very enlight
ening piece of work by someone who is 
an expert in the field and really defines 
what the threat really is out there 
today. 

Some of these nations that have bal
listic missile capability are our allies, 
but many are unfriendly. China, Iraq, 
Syria, Iran, Libya, North Korea, not 
friends of the United States, all with or 
getting ballistic missile capability. 

Of the 30 nations which have this ca
pability, 8 of them are in the Middle 
East, a very hot spot, a very important 
spot to the U.S. interests. 

There are hot spots around the world, 
though, where our troops could be de
ployed which are in the range of ballis
tic missiles from hostile countries. In 
fact, today there are some 75 hot spots 
around the world. Twenty-five or so of 
them are actually shooting wars; 25 
more are places where we are on the 
verge of some kind of a shooting war 
breaking out, and then there is about 
25 more that they anticipate could 
break out in a shooting war at some 
time, all a danger to U.S. interests. 

The Secretary of Defense Aspin has 
said: 

Saddam Hussein and the Scud missiles 
showed us that we need a ballistic missile de
fense for our forces in the field. That threat 
is here and now. In the future, we may face 
hostile or irrational states that have both 
nuclear warheads and ballistic missile tech
nology that could reach the United States. 

When we are speaking of Mr. Aspin, 
let me point out to the chairman that 
he was quoting the administration and 
the Pentagon and Mr. Aspin, but Mr. 
Aspin is asking for $3.6 billion more 
than even my amendment will provide. 
That is the number that the adminis
tration is supporting. 

The CIA Director, again, an adminis
tration official, James Woolsey said: 

After the turn of the century, some coun
tries that are hostile to the United States 
might be able to acquire ballistic missiles 
that could threaten the continental United 
States. We can't give you a precise date, 
whether it's 8 years or 10 years or 15 years 
from now, by which that might occur. A 
shortcut approach that's prohibited by the 
Missile Technology Control Regime and by 
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the Nonproliferation Treaty would be for 
such Third World countries to buy ICBM's or 
major components covertly together with 
suitable nuclear warheads for missile mate
rials. Anything such as that would, of 
course, speed up ICBM acquisition by such 
nations. 

D 1550 
There are two officials of the Clinton 

administration, not the Reagan admin
istration or the Bush administration 
but the Clinton administration, talk
ing about the threat and the need for 
some kind of a ballistic missile defense 
system. 

There are currently two nations 
which have the ability and possibly the 
will to launch a strike at the United 
States. The Soviet Union, even though 
we had all these arms agreements on 
ICBM's and nuclear warheads, still 
have roughly 28 million warheads and 
have the ability to deliver them. While 
the present Russia as we know it prob
ably is not inclined to do this, we do 
not know who owns all these missiles 
and who might decide that this would 
be a good idea, or who might acciden
tally, with all the unrest over there, 
launch a missile. 

China also has the capability to at
tack U.S. territory, and who knows 
when that will might exist. 

I used to get a chuckle out of seeing 
a bumper sticker that the old nuclear 
freeze crowd used to paste on their 
cars. It said, "One nuclear weapon can 
ruin your whole day." That may be the 
only thing they have ever said that I 
agree with. 

It is not interesting, now that the So
viet threat is reduced, these nay-sayers 
maintain we do not need defense 
against ballistic missiles. I guess that 
is one nuclear weapon that could ruin 
your whole day a few years ago, but 
does not ruin your day today if it lands 
on New York City or if it lands on 
Washington, DC. 

We just had the bombing of the Trade 
Center in New York City. We under
stand that there are enemies out there 
that would attack our major popu
lation centers if they had the ability. 

Rest assured in the future an enemy 
will strike at either U.S. troops or U.S. 
mainland. It has happened in the past 
and it will happen again. Be assured 
that for many of us here, our con
science will be clear if such as this hap
pened, because many of us have fought 
to protect the American people at 
home and their sons and daughters 
abroad from ballistic missile attack. 

Make sure as we go through this de
bate and this vote that your conscience 
is also clear. Vote for the security of 
the American people and America's 
fighting men and women. Vote against 
the Dellums and Schroeder amend
ments. Vote for the Hefley amendment, 
the amendment that is supported by 
the administration. 

Mr. Chairman, for the RECORD I in
clude a statement presented by Law
rence Gershwin of the CIA. 

THREATS TO U.S. INTERESTS FROM BALLISTIC 
MISSILE-DELIVERED WEAPONS OF MASS DE
STRUCTION DURING THE NEXT TEN TO TWEN
TY YEARS 

(By Lawrence K. Gershwin) 
I welcome this opportunity to discuss the 

threat that ballistic missile-delivered weap
ons of mass destruction will pose to the 
United States and our interests. For decades, 
the international community has worked 
from the premise that the more countries 
that possess these weapons, the greater the 
likelihood that they will be used. 

In my discussion today, I would like to dis
cuss some of the dangers posed to the United 
States homeland by ballistic missiles. Next, 
I will talk about the threats posed by tac
tical ballistic missiles to our allies and our 
forces overseas. Finally, I will give you some 
of my thoughts on prospects for inter
national cooperation in ballistic missile de
fense. My remarks have been drawn in part 
from statements by the Director of Central 
Intelligence, James Woolsey, and former DC! 
Gates. 

THE THREAT TO THE CONTINENT AL UNITED 
STATES 

RUSSIA 

Based on current trends and a cooperative 
US-Russian relationship, the threat to the 
United States of a deliberate attack from 
Russia has all but disappeared for the fore
seeable future. Although the number of war
heads aimed at the United States remains 
large, the capabilities of Russian strategic 
forces are being significantly reduced due to 
arms agreements, economic pressures, and 
political changes. 

The START 2 treaty, if ratified, will re
quire the Russians to dramatically alter the 
composition of their strategic forces. The 
Russian force will shift from a heavy reli
ance on land-based MIRVed ICBMs to a force 
relying primarily on submarines, bombers, 
and single-RV ICBMs. By 2003, for example, 
Russia will be required to dismantle the en
tire force of 10 RV SS-18s, and reduce its 
forces from 10,000 strategic warheads, de
ployed in four states of the former Soviet 
Union, to 3,000 to 3,500 warheads, deployed in 
Russia. Nevertheless, Russia will almost cer
tainly exercise its option to field a sizable 
force of single-RV ballistic missiles. 

Russia remains committed to maintaining 
some of the strategic capabilities of the 
former Soviet Union, even though these ca
pabilities will be at considerably lower levels 
than in the past. 

Even with these reductions, we believe 
that the Russians will continue developmen
tal work on a few new or follow-on systems. 
We expect that Russia will flight test and de
ploy three new ballistic missiles-a road-mo
bile ICBM, a silo-based ICBM, and an 
SLBM-during this decade. In addition, we 
expect the Russians to deploy a new ballistic 
missile submarine after the turn of the cen
tury. 

The turmoil in Russia and the other 
former Soviet States has led to some concern 
about the possibility of accidental or unau
thorized launches of nuclear forces. The So
viet Union's strong central government had 
an excellent nuclear command and control 
system that provided us with a high level of 
assurance that an accidental or unauthorized 
launch was highly unlikely. Today, while we 
believe that such an event remains highly 
unlikely, we must note that this command 
and control system was not designed in an
ticipation of the potential fragmentation of 
political and military authority, especially 
in Russia. The dramatic political changes 

could betray weaknesses in Moscow's com
mand and control system that neither we 
nor the Russians could have anticipated. The 
reliability of the personnel involved with nu
clear weapons will be crucial to maintaining 
the security of the nuclear arsenal. 

CHINA 

China also has the capability to attack 
U.S. territory, defense forces, and interests. 
The Chinese have deployed a small force of 
nuclear-tipped ICBMs, some of which are 
aimed at the United States, as well as a 
small force of intermediate-range ballistic 
missiles, that could be targeted against our 
allies and our forces in Asia. China plans to 
update this force with new missiles. Press re
ports indicate additional Chinese strategic 
missile development efforts are taking place. 
Improvements include the development of a 
new missile that will be deployed as a mobile 
ICBM and on a new ballistic missile sub
marine, and development of a second mobile 
ICBM that can reach the United States. 

OTHER NATIONS 

We do not expect any nations beyond Rus
sia and China to develop and produce ICBMs 
capable of striking the United States during 
this decade. We have no evidence to suggest 
that any country currently plans to bring to
gether the requisite materials, technologies, 
facilities, or expertise. 

Several nations with space launch capa
bilities could modify those launchers to ac
quire a long-range ballistic missile capabil
ity, but we do not expect any nation now 
having space launch vehicles to do so. Pres
ently, India, Israel, and Japan have devel
oped space launch vehicles that, if converted 
to surface-to-surface missiles, are capable of 
reaching targets in the United States. Brazil 
has a space launch vehicle under develop
ment that is expected to be test launched 
within the next five years. 

After the turn of the century, however, 
some nations that are hostile to the United 
States may be able to indigenously develop 
ballistic missiles that could threaten the 
United States. We really cannot give you a 
precise date-it could be eight, ten, or fifteen 
years from now-when these ICBMs could be 
deployed. Over the next ten years, we are 
likely to see several Third World nations es
tablish the infrastructure and develop the 
technical knowledge required to undertake 
ICBM and space launch vehicle development. 

We also remain concerned that hostile na
tions will try to purchase from other states 
ballistic missiles capable of striking the 
United States. Libya, for example, has in the 
past publicly stated a desire for weapons of 
mass destruction that could be delivered by 
ballistic missile to the United States. A 
shortcut approach-prohibited by the Missile 
Technology Control Regime and Nuclear 
Nonproliferation Treaty-would be to buy 
ICBMs or major components covertly, to
gether with suitable nuclear warheads or 
fissile materials. The acquisition of key pro
duction technologies and technical expertise 
would speed up ICBM development. 

THE THREAT FROM TACTICAL BALLISTIC 
MISSILES 

The threat from theater ballistic missiles 
is real and growing. For decades, the inter
national community has worked from the 
premise that the more countries that possess 
these weapons, the greater the likelihood 
that they will be used. 

The proliferation of ballistic missile-deliv
ered weapons of mass destruction is an issue 
directly confronting the strategic interests 
of the United States, its traditional allies, 
and its friends, such as Russia. Several coun
tries are likely to have or are seeking ballis
tic missiles that have a sufficient range to 



September 8, 1993 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 20335 
threaten U.S. allies and forces in the Middle 
East, Asia, and parts of Europe. 

Moreover, as events in Desert Storm so 
vividly demonstrated, the use of ballistic 
missiles is a reality, not just a theoretical 
possibility. As demonstrated in Desert 
Storm and the Iran-Iraq war, ballistic mis
siles are becoming the weapon or choice for 
nations otherwise unable to strike their en
emies at long ranges. 

The danger from theater ballistic missiles 
is threatening enough with conventional 
weapons. With weapons of mass destruction, 
however, these weapons become particularly 
insidious. 

We see a dangerous trend in the prolifera
tion in nearly two dozen countries of weap
ons of mass destruction-nuclear, chemical, 
and biological weapons. The potential capa
bilities of some of these countries are com
parable to, and in some cases, more lethal 
than the Soviet threat in 1960. With leaders 
like Qadhafi and Saddam Hussein, and in 
many cases weak, unstable, or illegitimate 
governments, our classic notions of deter
rence hold much less promise of assuring the 
security of the United States and its allies. 

Possession of these ballistic missiles 
armed with weapons of mass destruction will 
threaten U.S. security interests: 

Our ability to hold coalitions together, as 
was done successfully in Desert Storm, will 
be more difficult. If Europe, for example, is 
held at risk by hostile powers in the Mideast, 
the difficulty of putting a coalition together 
would be quite substantial. 

The stability of regions and political 
agreements could be undercut. For example, 
our concerns about North Korea 's nuclear 
and ballistic missile efforts extend beyond 
the peninsula itself. If North Korea acquires 
nuclear weapons we worry about the con
sequences for stability in northeast Asia. 

Now, let me cite a few examples, starting 
with North Korea, whose recent actions are 
of grave concern. 

North Korea's weapons program represent 
our most urgent national security threat in 
east Asia. It possesses Scud missiles that are 
capable of striking South Korea and our 
forces there. North Korea is also developing 
a longer-range ballistic missile capable of 
threatening Japan. 

These ballistic missile developments are 
especially alarming given the real possibility 
that it has already manufactured enough 
fissile material for at least one nuclear 
weapon, and North Korea's recent announce
ment that it would withdraw from the Nu
clear Non-proliferation Treaty. Moreover, it 
is likely that North Korea will continue to 
produce additional plutonium that it could 
use in nuclear weapons. 

The Middle East represents an area of spe
. cial concern, because half of the countries 
have nuclear, chemical, or biological weap
ons programs, at least in development. 

Iran still poses a potential threat to its 
smaller neighbors and to the free flow of oil 
through the gulf. It continues to support ter
rorism as an instrument of state policy. And 
Iran has embarked on an ambitious effort to 
develop its military and defense industries, 
including programs for weapons of mass de
struction. Iran is shopping Western markets 
for nuclear and missile technology, and it 
may turn to the states of the former Soviet 
Union for such technology and expertise. Be
cause it hasn 't been able to get what it 
wants from the West, Iran increasingly has 
looked to Asian sources for military and 
technical aid-to North Korea for long-range 
Scuds and to China for missiles and nuclear
related technologies. 

Iran continues to pursue the acquisition of 
nuclear weapons despite being a signatory to 
the Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty. The 
intelligence community believes that Iran 
probably will take at least eight to ten years 
to build its own nuclear weapons. Tech
nology provided by other countries is crucial 
towards producing a nuclear weapon. With
out this help, Iran's program would suffer a 
devastating blow, setting it back by many 
years. 

Iran is also out shopping for nuclear weap
ons and weapons-grade nuclear materials. If 
the Iranians succeed, they could have weap
ons much sooner. 

Although Saddam Husayn's ability in the 
next several years to threaten the stability 
of the Gulf region and the world's oil supply 
has been crippled, Iraq continues to pose a 
major challenge. Substantial number of Scud 
missiles and production equipment remain, 
despite Desert Storm and U.N. inspections. 
The time and cost to Iraq of reviving its mis
sile program will depend on the continuation 
of the inspection regime and Saddam's abil
ity to obtain critical equipment from 
abroad. 

Despite the fact that Desert Storm and 
subsequent U.N. inspections significantly 
damaged Iraq's special weapons program, 
Baghdad continues to view the development 
of a nuclear capability as a key to establish
ing dominance and influencing regional is
sues. Iraq would also pursue nuclear weapons 
to deter western involvement in the region. 

Saddam still has significant residual pro
grams in all four areas of weapons of mass 
destruction-missiles; nuclear, biological, 
and chemical. and he will continue to pursue 
these programs regardless of the expense and 
regardless of the state of U.N. inspections 
and sanctions. 

Because of its inability to purchase longer 
range missiles from Russia, Syria has turned 
to North Korea for an extended range mis
sile. Syria apparently is also seeking assist
ance from China and Western firms to ac
quire an improved capability with chemical 
or biological warheads. 

Libya has not abandoned its long-term 
goal of extending its military reach across 
the Eastern Mediterranean. Its chemical 
weapons program has produced and stock
piled as many as 100 tons of chemical agents, 
and Libya is shopping throughout the world 
for an alternative source of longer range 
missiles. And we should not forget that 
Libya, like Iraq, has fired ballistic missiles 
in anger against U.S. forces. 

BALLISTIC MISSILE SALES 

In addition to missiles already deployed 
throughout the world, we are particularly 
concerned about ongoing sales of short- and 
medium-range ballistic missiles. Also trou
bling are the sales of technology and produc
tion equipment that will give nations the 
ability to build missiles for years to come. 

North Korea has sold extended range Scud 
missiles to-among others-Iran and Syria. 
North Korea is also actively marketing the 
No Dong missile, which has a longer range 
than these Scuds. 

In the past China has sold ballistic missiles 
to other nations, including the long-range 
CSS-2 to Saudi Arabia. Since then, China 
agreed to observe the guidelines of the Mis
sile Technology Control Regime-which 
limit the sale of missile systems and tech
nologies for medium-range and longer-range 
b~llistic missiles. I'm sure that you are 
aware of various press reports indicating 
that China delivered M-11 missile-related 
equipment to Pakistan late last year. In this 
case and others, we are closely monitoring 

China's behavior for signs that Beijing is not 
living up to its commitments. 

Economic pressures are causing some Rus
sian and Ukrainian officials to pursue efforts 
that may not be consistent with the Missile 
Technology Control Regime. Russia, for ex
ample, has already sold rocket engine tech
nology to India. In a recent arms show in 
Moscow, the Russians advertised a derivative 
of the old SS-23 ballistic missile for sale as 
a civilian rocket, raising additional MTCR 
concerns. 

Unless the sale of such missiles from all 
suppliers is stopped completely, it is likely 
that these delivery systems, over time, will 
be mated with weapons of mass destruction. 

POTENTIAL TRANSFERS OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS 
AND NUCLEAR MATERIALS 

We are also concerned about the potential 
for illicit sales of nuclear weapons to rogue 
nations. If North Korea acquires nuclear 
weapons, the possibility that it would sell 
some to other countries, such as Iran, cannot 
be ignored. 

The political struggle in Moscow and de
velopments in the military forces might lead 
to unauthorized sales of nuclear weapons, 
weapons material, or weapons technologies: 

Military personnel involved with nuclear 
weapons are not immune from the problems 
endemic in Russian society. Al though they 
traditionally received priority treatment, 
they now suffer along with the rest of the 
military from a loss of prestige, rapid de
cline in living standards, and uncertain ca
reers and futures. 

We have seen reports that former-Soviet 
nuclear weapons have already been offered 
on the black market or have been acquired 
by Iran. We have investigated these reports 
and do not find them to be credible, but we 
are highly attentive to such a possibility, 
given Russia's situation. Current safeguards 
alone will not be sufficient to guarantee the 
security of the thousands of warheads and 
tons of fissile material extracted from dis
mantled warheads from falling into the 
wrong hands. 

PROSPECTS FOR BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE 
COOPERATION 

Finally, let me address the prospects for 
international cooperation in ballistic missile 
defenses. Because of the end of the cold war, 
the United States has new opportunities, 
particularly in strategic defense. Russian 
President Yeltsin 's statements indicate a 
much greater interest in cooperating with 
the United States on missile defense matters 
than was true before the breakup of the So
viet Union. Discussions of a global protec
tion system are likely to be difficul t--Rus
sia, like the United States, has both oppo
nents and proponents for ballistic missile de
fense-but the United States and Russia 
share new common ground: 

Many Russians believe that the develop
ment of new anti-tactical ballistic missile 
systems is one of the answers for the pro
liferation threat-a menace that most 
threatens Russia at the moment because of 
geography. 

Russia will also be looking for Western as
sistance on early warning problems. The dis
integration of the Soviet Union, as well as 
previous problems with early warning sys
tems development, have resulted in Russia 
facing serious difficulties in detecting ballis
tic missile attacks. 

Moscow, however, will not quickly aban
don the ABM Treaty. Many Russians believe 
the treaty is the basis of strategic stability, 
particularly in an era of deep strategic arms 
reductions. Many Russians are also likely to 
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continue to be seriously concerned about 
space-based defenses and sensors. Suspicion 
of U.S. motives is still evident. Nonetheless, 
prospects for mutual agreements in strategic 
defenses are better now than during the cold 
war. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Despite the end of the cold war and the 
subsequent relaxation of East-West tensions, 
the United States continues to face serious 
challenges in the coming decade and beyond. 
Many countries have developed weapons of 
mass destruction, and others are acquiring 
the capability to develop these weapons. 
There is the real possibility that some na
tions will be motivated to use them in re
gional confrontations, threatening U.S. in
terests abroad. 

We do not expect a direct threat to United 
States territory during this decade. We must 
be watchful, however, that after the turn of 
the century some nation hostile to the Unit
ed States will acquire ballistic missiles able 
to deliver weapons of mass destruction that 
threaten the United States itself. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself one minute. 

Mr. Chairman, let me just briefly say 
to my distinguished colleague that if 
he looks at the bottom-up review for 
fiscal years 1995 to 1999, the adminis
tration is suggesting a $21 billion cut 
in ballistic missile defense, which is a 
54 percent reduction. I am saying that 
if we are going to go to a 54 percent re
duction over the next 5 years, 1995 to 
1999, then we need to begin that reduc
tion now in fiscal year 1994. 

I might just also point out to my col
league that again, the ballistic missile 
defense program is national missile de
fense plus theater missile defense, so 
when we are talking about this pro
gram, then let us talk about what both 
parts are. 

We do not touch theater ballistic 
missile defense. What we are challeng
ing is the emphasis on national ballis
tic missile defense that in our humble 
opinion does not address the threat and 
at this point makes very little sense. 
We could make a significant reduction 
in that. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to 
my distinguished colleague, the gen
tleman from Oregon [Mr. DEFAZIO], the 
co-author of the Dellums-DeFazio 
amendment that will be offered. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I would 
agree with the gentleman that the 
world is often an ugly and dangerous 
place, and we need to make certain 
that the United States of America is 
safe against all potential threats, and 
that our troops, when deployed over
seas in just causes, have the weaponry 
that they need to safely conduct their 
missions. That is about the end of the 
agreement on this amendment. 

We need a realistic working, and I 
underscore working, and affordable de
fense against theater missiles. This 
Dellums-DeFazio amendment will fully 
fund theater missile defenses, a pro
gram which has been increased by 1,000 
percent in the last 4 years, and will 
fund it at that dramatically increased 

level. It funds basic research and stra
tegic missile defenses, but what it does 
not do is, it no longer will throw bil
lions of dollars a year into a program 
which was designed to fool the Soviet 
Union, which no longer exists, and to 
encourage them ·to spend themselves 
into democracy, well, getting towards 
democracy, or into default in order to 
keep up with a program that was not 
working. 

We had revelations in August of the 
faked tests that took place in this 
country in 1984. We faked a successful 
star wars program so we could encour
age the Soviet Union to spend more 
money and to further their decline. We 
have spent $33 billion now on the star 
wars program, all of it borrowed 
money, of course. 

The star warriors, they have very lit
tle to show, not one single deployable 
weapon to protect the United States of 
America from ICBM's. As I say, the 
crucial tests, which were much
vaunted in 1984, were faked. That was 
not a successful test. We did not inter
cept that missile without putting a 
homing device on the missile. If our en
emies will allow us to put homing de
vices on their missiles, then we are not 
going to have much of a problem devel
oping a defense, but I do not think they 
will allow that. Let us do research on 
future defenses, but we do not have one 
now and we should not be spending the 
money. 

This amendment is a moderate at
tempt to construct a real world missile 
defense against the threats we know we 
face today. Let us just compare the 
amendment to the Pentagon's own bot
tom-up review, a very comprehensive 
review. 

No. 1, emphasize theater missile de
fense, development and deployment. 
The Dellums-DeFazio amendment fully 
funds theater missile defense, develop
ment and deployment. 

No. 2, focus national missile defense 
on technology development. The Del
lums-DeFazio amendment has a signifi
cant amount of money devoted to re
search to keep us ahead of the rest of 
the world, to keep us ahead of threats 
in case there is a breakthrough on stra
tegic missile defense. 

No. 3, comply with the AMB treaty. 
Obviously, since our deployment is fo
cused toward theater missiles, we will 
have no problem with the ABM Treaty. 

Finally, the bottom line, and I think 
the bottom line for this House of Rep
resentatives, is meeting the objectives 
of the Pentagon and slimming down 
some of their wasteful programs. They 
want in their review to reduce the 
DMB budget by $21 billion over a 5-year 
period. There is no way to do that 
under the amendments we are going to 
hear from the other side, or even what 
has come out of the Committee on 
Armed Services, that those would in 
fact have us spending $8 billion a year 
in the very near future, and would go 

far beyond the objectives that have 
been set here. 

It is clear that something has to 
change. We need, as I said, to refocus 
this House of Representatives, refocus 
the Government on things that work 
and work well, and that we truly and 
really need to meet the real world 
threats against the United States of 
America and our forces. Our constitu
ents, I do not think, differ that much. 

Mr. Chairman, I was home in my dis
trict and did a number of town meet
ings. I heard in town meeting after 
town meeting after town meeting after 
town meeting, "Congressman, we want 
you to cut spending first." 

This is the first vote of the U.S. 
House of Representatives on cutting a 
program that was revealed to us during 
the August break has not delivered a 
single working defense, the first vote. 
Those here who are home and saying, 
"I am a great budget cutter, I support 
the balanced budget amendment, I 
want to cut the waste," this is your op
portunity. Vote for the Dellums
DeFazio amendment. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield three minutes to the gentle
woman from Oregon [Ms. FURSE], a 
member of the committee. 

Ms. FURSE. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to support the Dellums-DeFazio 
amendment, which would limit spend
ing on ballistic missile defense to $1.5 
billion. 

For too many years, Mr. Chairman, 
Congress and the American people have 
been treated to an unending barrage of 
scare stories about the need for a high
ly complex, overly expensive system of 
ballistic missiles. 

0 1600 
I believe that the defense of the Unit

ed States is too serious to be based on 
fairy tales and must in fact be based on 
fact and good science. 

First we were told that this plan 
would protect us from a massive Soviet 
missile attack. But over 130 top sci
entists publicly said that they would 
not work on this program because they 
did not believe it would work. And then 
Mr. Carlucci, Mr. Reagan's last Sec
retary of Defense, finally told us what 
we already knew, that star wars rhet
oric was just political rhetoric. 

President Bush's plan would have 
cost us perhaps $8 to $10 billion a year, 
and it was flawed. However, even 
though the cold war is over, the spend
ing goes on. 

When Mr. As pin changed the name to 
the Ballistic Missile Defense Organiza
tion, nothing else really changed. It is 
sort of like the Federal Witness Pro
tection Program. The names are 
changed to protect it from being elimi
nated, but the American people deserve 
better than tricks. And throughout the 
history of this flawed project there 
have been outrageous tricks. 

The American people, Congress, and 
the world have now known through 
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these recent revelations that the hom
ing overlay test was rigged to bluff us 
into believing that Star Wars would 
work. 

By their testimony earlier this year, 
the programs in the Pentagon's $3.8 bil
lion request will balloon to an average 
of over $6 billion for the years 1995 to 
1999. We do not need to spend that 
much if we look at the real threat. We 
cannot afford to spend that much in to
day's budget in a world where true na
tional security means we invest in our 
comm uni ties, · help businesses grow, 
create jobs and invest in children. We 
can safely meet our security needs by 
funding at the level of the Dellums
DeFazio amendment. The $1.5 billion is 
plenty to spend on a ballistic missile 
defense in 1994, and I urge all Members 
to support this fine amendment. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Ari
zona [Mr. KYL]. 

Mr. KYL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
suggest that we should defeat the Del
l urns and Schroeder amendments and 
support the Hefley amendment when 
they are offered in just a few minutes. 

The Hefley amendment would add 
about $400 million back into the SDI 
program, which is the funding level 
supported by the Senate · and requested 
by the administration. 

Mr. Chairman, this is really a sad 
time both for me personally and for the 
Ballistic Missile Defense Program. It is 
sad because I am afraid too many Mem
bers of this Congress have really cho
sen to ignore the lessons of history, 
and will, if they support the Dellums 
and Schroeder amendments, destroy 
the only program that would be able to 
defend the American people from a 
threat in the future. In fact, even at 
the committee funding level we cannot 
develop this system to defend the Unit
ed States, nor in fact could it be 
achieved under the Clinton administra
tion request. In its bottom-up review 
the administration has a funding pro
file for ballistic missile defense of only 
about $18 billion over the next 5 years, 
which would provide only enough for 
theater defenses and not to protect the 
United States. As a matter of fact, 
only token amounts are included for a 
national missile defense system and for 
follow-on technologies. 

The Clinton plan completely ignores 
10 years of ballistic missile defense re
search, as well as analysis from our Na
tion's best intelligence experts. 

It also contravenes current law, the 
Missile Defense Act, by scrapping the 
option for a national missile defense 
system. I refer our colleagues to sec
tion 233(2) which states: 

The Secretary shall develop for deploy
ment a cost-effective, operationally effec
tive, and ABM Treaty compliant antiballis
tic missile system at a single site as the ini
tial step toward deployment of an antiballis
tic missile system .. . designed to protect the 
United States against limited ballistic mis
sile threats ... 

Also, the MDA calls for robust fund
ing of follow-on technologies, which 
the Clinton plan clearly does not ac
complish. 

In reviewing this plan, I cannot help 
put wonder: why do we have intel
ligence organizations if we do not heed 
their advice? My colleague, the gen
tleman from Colorado [Mr. HEFLEY], 
has already quoted testimony that has 
been provided by the Director of the 
CIA, James Woolsey, and there is addi
tional testimony that suggests that be
fore the end of this decade or shortly 
thereafter the Continental United 
States could face a threat from a bal
listic missile. Yet we ignore that, and 
defend only for the theater missile 
threat, not the threat of interconti
nental ballistic missiles. 

Are the borders of the United States 
somehow going to be immune from an 
attack, or are our potential adversaries 
going to graciously ensure that their 
missiles stop at our border? That seems 
obviously inconsistent with the desires 
of many of our adversaries, and I do 
not think would be a responsible course 
of action for us to rely upon. Particu
larly given the lead time to develop a 
system to protect the United States, it 
seems to me to be irresponsible to ig
nore the warnings of the CIA and oth
ers. 

The simple fact is that any nation 
that has a space-launch capability also 
has the inherent capability to build 
long-range ballistic missiles. At the 
present rate of growth, every 4 years a 
new country develops space-launch ca
pability. 

I quote briefly from CIA analyst 
Lawrence Gershwin, who testified: 

After the turn of the century, however, 
some nations that are hostile to the United 
States may be able to indigenously develop 
ballistic missile that could threaten the 
United States. We really cannot give you a 
precise date-it could be eight, ten, or fifteen 
years from now-when these ICBM could be 
deployed. Over the next ten years, we are 
likely to see several Third World nations es
tablish the infrastructure and develop the 
technical knowledge required to undertake 
ICBM and space-launch vehicle development. 

That is the kind of threat that we 
have to prepare to defend against. And 
it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that a 
national missile defense capability is 
the only way to prepare for this. 

If Mr. Gershwin's scenario were to 
occur, and God forbid Americans are 
killed by ballistic missiles that impact 
on the United States, I think people 
are going to ask who made the decision 
to leave us undefended, and how did it 
happen. 

Our future and our children's future 
is our hands. Mr. Chairman, I suggest 
that we dare not leave the American 
people defenseless in the face of a vir
tually certain threat . And that means 
that we have to fund the Ballistic Mis
sile Defense Program at a minimum at 
the level requested by the Clinton ad
ministration and the Senate, which is 

the amount that the Hefley amend
ment would call for. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3V2 minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. SPRATT]. 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill before us au
thorizes $3.030 billion for ballistic mis
sile defense or BMD. We have two 
amendments before us to cut that 
amount and one to increase it. I rise to 
support the bill as it is and urge that 
we vote against all three amendments 
and leave this funding amount in place. 

First, let me put $3 billion in con
text. President Bush's program, had he 
been privileged to send it up, would 
have called for $6 billion for ballistic 
missile defense in fiscal 1994. Secretary 
Aspin took that, cut that substantially 
to $3.8 billion. Our committee then 
took another swipe at the program and 
we took $730 million off the BMD ac
count, so BMD or ballistic missile de
fense has been cut, cut substantially, 
and in my opinion cut to the bone. 

Now before we can go any further, let 
me clarify what BMD or ballistic mis
sile defense includes. It includes the 
whole Ballistic Missile Defense Pro
grams it is not just the leftover re
mains of the old SDI Program under a 
new name or moniker. It includes most 
of what is left of SDI, but there is very 
little left, to tell the truth. 

The real focus of BMD is on theater 
missile tactical missile defense and not 
on strategic defense, so the $3 billion 
that we are providing in the bill covers 
theater missile defense and strategic 
missile defense and a host of techno
logical development programs. 

It includes an upgrade to the Patriot 
known as PAC-3, and it includes funds 
to develop an alternative to that up
grade called the ERINT, which will be 
competed against the P AC-3. 

The largest i tern in the budget re
quest that came to us from President 
Clinton is $484 million for development 
of THAAD, the theater high altitude 
area defense system. One of the lessons 
learned clearly in the Persian Gulf war 
is that it does not do any good to take 
out, it does not do a lot of good to take 
out an incoming missile directly over 
our own troops or our own cities. You 
need to take it out as far down range 
and as far up as possible. That is the 
objective of the THAAD. It is an impor
tant purpose, and as indeed the chair
man of the committee just said, he 
himself supports this particular pro
gram objective. 

Of the $3.8 billion requested by the 
administration, only $1.4 billion was al
located in the budget request for what 
remains of SDI. Contrast that to $3.1 
billion provided for SDI as recently as 
2 or 3 years ago . 

To get SDI from $3.1 billion down to 
$1.4 billion it had to be stripped down 
and cut substantially. Just a few years 
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ago it included Brilliant Pebbles. No 
more. We have ruled that out. A few 
years ago it had two ground-based 
interceptors, one EXO atmospheric and 
the other endoatmospheric. Now we 
have one ground-based interceptor. A 
few years ago we also had the fu turis
tic laser system and the nuclear par
ticle beam systems. These are gone, 
stripped out of the system, and what 
we have is a bare bones, stripped down 
SDI Program. 

Now I think it goes without much ar
gument, because it is one of the lessons 
learned of the Persian Gulf, why we 
should fund and go forward with a new 
theater ballistic missile defense sys
tem. Let me just take one closing 
minute to explain why I think we 
should fund SDI. 

0 1610 
It seems to be counterintuitive, stra

tegic defense, that is; why do it now in 
light of the fact that the cold war is 
over? 

Well, in a sense, an ironic sense, it 
makes more sense now than it did 3 to 
5 years ago. Three to 5 years ago the 
world was divided into two arsenals, 
each with 10,000 to 13,000 strategic war
heads. 

Today, with fewer warheads, strate
gic defense is more feasible . The risk, 
though it is much diminished, is still 
there. The risk of a rogue attack by a 
rogue commander in one of the former 
states of the Soviet Union. There is a 
risk of an accidental launch. It is di
minished; it is significant, it still can
not be ruled out. 

Finally, who can foretell what the 
state of the world will be 10 years from 
now when the system would be ready 
for operational deployment? What 
would be the state of missile tech
nology in India and Pakistan or Brazil, 
Argentina or indeed China or the 
former Soviet Union? 

We do not know. That is why this is 
a wise investment to make. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to my distinguished 
colleague, the gentleman from Hawaii 
[Mr. ABERCROMBIE]. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding this time to me. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that people are 
tuned in, if they are not here on the 
floor, paying close attention in their 
offices. The reason is that we need to 
discuss the actual elements of what are 
involved in what is the most important 
committee authorization, I believe, on 
this floor. We have spent months argu
ing about whether or not we are going 
to attack deficits. We have people com
ing up to the President of the United 
States in the streets of this country 
saying, "You can't tax and spend." 
Well, I am here to tell you and anybody 
who is on this committee-and I agree 
with the gentleman on the other side 
who said that our committee is a di
verse committee-our committee is 40-

plus members, which roughly approxi
mates the ideological underpinnings as 
well as all of the views in the Congress 
as a whole, in the House as a whole. 
And I can tell you that here in the de
fense expenditures is where the real 
pork barrel is. This is where the real 
deficit reduction can come to bear. 
This is where, if you want to spend on 
the people in the Armed Forces, if you 
want to make certain that the men and 
women we have serving in the military 
are well taken care of, this is the place 
to do it. I am not here to make an ar
gument about education versus mili
tary supply, domestic spending versus 
our military spending; I am talking 
about within the defense budget here is 
our opportunity to make the kind of 
cuts that make sense within the mili
tary expenditures and this is the place 
to do it. 

Please regard that Mr.DELLUMS and 
Mr. DEFAZIO are making this proposal 
for $1.5 billion precisely because they 
intend to abide strictly by the 1972 
ABM Treaty. That has been left out of 
this argument, for all intents and pur
poses. 

When we talk about rogue attacks 
and all the rest of it, that means we 
have to concentrate on seeing to it 
that there is no proliferation. This 
amendment makes fiscal sense, mili
tary sense; this amendment is entirely 
in keeping with what we need to do to 
deal with the deficit reduction within 
the defense budget that makes sense on 
all policy levels. 

This is not an ideological argument, 
this is an argument about what makes 
sense on a bipartisan basis for all of us 
within the defense authorization bill. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. DORNAN]. 

Mr. DORNAN. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to contradict 
my good friend, the gentleman from 
Pearl Harbor, who of all people here 
should know the devastating effects of 
a lack of preparedness. JOHN SPRATT, 
Mr. Chairman, took us to the mat, I 
say to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. DELLUMS]. The defense budget is 
already cut to the bone. There is no 
flesh left on this program. It is a car
cass. 

Now here in today's paper is faux 
bubba one and faux bubba deux on the 
lawn of the White House. Here is their 
picture and here in my hand is the very 
document that they are passing out on 
the lawn of the White House. 

Listen to this line from the National 
Performance Review report: " Defense 
had launched a bottom-up review to 
meet the President's 1994 to 1997 spend
ing reduction target." That is the 
smoking gun. We are trying to reach a 
budget target before we even consider 
national security. 

The first question should be: What is 
our strategic need for defense? This 

budget is a tragedy and a travesty. 
Right now we cannot defend against 
one single nuclear device coming at 
this country. Not one. There is no reac
tion time like we had with hurricane 
Emily; no time for battening the 
hatches and stockpiling food. If one 
single missile hits this country, people 
will be marching on this place like Vic
tor Frankenstein's castle to burn it 
down because we let other Americans 
die. 

BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE 

Mr. Speaker, let's put this debate on 
ballistic missile defense in perspective: 
Acquiring the capability to launch bal
listic missiles is no longer complex. 
Any space-launch capability, currently 
available to nearly any nation in the 
world, gives a nation the ability to 
launch long range attacks. 

A warhead does not need to be a 
highly accurate nuclear weapon to be 
devastating. Cheap chemical or biologi
cal agents, even nuclear waste, could 
be launched against a wide area target 
such as our East Coast and have dev
astating effects and no hurricane 
Emily advance warning with days to 
prepare. 

The United States does not, I repeat 
for the umteenth time, does not have 
an existing defense against missile at
tack. This means that the United 
States, our allies, and forward deployed 
United States combat forces have no 
defense, no defense, against even the 
simplest ballistic missile threat. 

Any effort to further slash an already 
reduced ballistic missile defense budget 
is like canceling car insurance because 
you've never been in an accident and 
are sure you never will be. We cannot 
afford the potential and horrific con
sequences of such lack of vision. 

A few years ago the world, while dan
gerous, had an evil stability about it. 
Throughout the sometimes very 
bloody, sometimes very hot cold war, 
the Soviet Union challenged our every 
interest and those of our allies. But 
though evil they were in the main ra
tional actors on the World stage. 
Heavies, the black hats, but following a 
fairly predictable script. 

Today, in the post-Soviet driven, 
post-Soviet evil empire world, regional 
powers are gaining in notoriety. Many 
of these developing regimes are hostile 
to our interests and are led by irra
tional despots. 

In most cases, their only claim to in
fluence is through military power. 
Throughout the world, regional powers 
are arming themselves with forces that 
exceed any sane security need. 

There is growing a still quite evil ac
q uisi ti on of ballistic missiles and weap
ons of mass destruction. Such weapons 
are not required to defend one 's self. In 
many cases, they represent a nation's 
only means to project power well be
yond its borders. 

A ballistic missile is a weapon that 
threatens regional stability and, in 
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some cases, threatens nations far be
yond the region. 

President Clinton's Director of 
Central Intelligence, James Woolsey, 
has testified that: 

The threat fr om theater ballistic missiles 
is current, real and growing. For decades 
now, the international community has 
worked from the premise that the more 
countries that possess these weapons, the 
greater the likelihood they will be used. 
* * * More than 25 countries, many of them 
hostile to the United States and our friends 
and .allies, may now have or be developing 
nuclear, biological, and chemical weapons, 
and the means to deliver them. 

The implication of missile prolifera
tion on our Nation 's security interests 
and strategy are significant. Again, to 
quote the Director of Central Intel
ligence: 

Possession of these [weapons] by potential 
adversaries is certainly going to complicate 
our regional security concerns, and it will 
also complicate our a bility to hold coalitions 
together, as was done successfully during the 
Gulf War. 

The proliferation of ballistic missiles 
and weapons of mass destruction is an 
issue directly confronting the strategic 
interests of the United States, its tra
ditional allies, and its friends-includ
ing Russia. 

Several countries are likely to have 
or are seeking ballistic missiles that 
have a sufficient range to threaten U.S. 
allies and forces in the Middle East, 
Asia, and parts of Europe. 

Recent history shows us that the use 
of ballistic missiles is no longer just a 
theoretical possibility-but rather an 
insidious reality. As demonstrated in 
Desert Storm and the Iran-Iraq War, 
ballistic missiles are fast becoming the 
weapon of choice for nations otherwise 
unable to strike their adversaries at 
long ranges. 

I would like to quote a section from 
a recent analytic article, "Challenges 
Posed by Space-Launch and Missile 
Proliferation," by Mr. Thomas 
Mahaken and Dr. Janne Nolan, both 
highly regarded experts in this field. 

The use of ballistic missile has become a 
hallmark of conflict in the Third World. The 
systems employed to date, such as the modi
fied Scud missiles launched by Iraq against 
Israel and Saudi Arabia during the Gulf War, 
are still highly inaccurate and carry rel
atively small high-explosive warheads. But 
they proved to have a significant impact on 
civilian morale (during the " War of the 
Cities" in the Iran-Iraq War) and on military 
operations (during the Gulf War). Moreover, 
a new generation of missiles with greater 
range, higher accuracy, and capacity to 
carry more destructive payloads is appearing 
on the world market. These systems will 
pose a much greater potential threat to re
gional stability than did Saddam Hussein's 
missiles. 

What I see today is a dangerous trend 
in proliferation. As one CIA analyst re
cently explained, 

The potential capabilities of some of these 
countries are comparable to, and in some 
cases, more lethal than the Soviet threat in 
1960. With leaders like Qaddhafi and Saddam 

Hussein, and in many cases weak, unstable. 
or illegitimate governments, our classic no
tions of deterrence hold much less promise of 
assuring the security of the United States 
and its allies. 

The possession of ballistic missiles 
armed with weapons of mass destruc
tion will threaten U.S. security inter
ests. 

Consider how difficult it would have 
been for us to hold the coalition to
gether during Desert Shield and Desert 
Storm, if for example, Europe was held 
at risk by a hostile power's missile ar
senal. 

Syria currently has Scud missiles 
and has turned to North Korea for an 
extended range missile. It is also seek
ing assistance from China and Western 
firms to acquire an improved capabil
ity with chemical or biological weap
ons . 

Libya has not abandoned its long
term goal of extending its military 
reach across the eastern Mediterra
nean. Its chemical weapons program 
has produced and stockpiled as many 
as 100 tons of chemical agents, and 
Libya is shopping throughout the 
world for an alternative source of 
longer range missiles. We should not 
forget that Libya, like Iraq, has fired 
ballistic missiles in anger against U.S. 
forces. 

Many countries have developed weap
ons of mass destruction and the means 
to deliver them. Others are developing 
these weapons. There is a real possibil
ity that some nations will be moti
vated to use them in regional con
frontations, threatening U.S. interests, 
and perhaps forces, abroad. 

We must develop the means to de
fense against such weapons. The Clin
ton Administration 's BMD program is 
a prudent approach to dealing with this 
growing threat . 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
administration in this vital area. 

We can do so by defeating the Del
lums-DeFazio and Schroeder amend
ments. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, as I 
understand it, this side has 4 minutes 
remaining and has the right to close 
debate, and it is the intention of this 
side to yield that time to the distin
guished gentlewoman from Colorado 
[Mrs. SCHROEDER]. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. HUNTER]. 

Mr. HUNTER. My colleagues, I think 
it is a tragedy that we are having this 
debate with the best we have on the 
high side being $467 million addition to . 
SDI. The reason we are building 
against theater ballistic missiles is be
cause we had one launched at us, a 
number of them launched at us in 
Desert Storm. And the same liberals 
who before said that there should not 
be war in the heavens said, "Thank 
heavens we are able to shoot down 
those model T 's with the only system 
we had; that is, the Patriot." 

Today, we can meet tanks, we can 
meet ships, we can meet aircraft; the 
only threat we cannot meet is a missile 
attack. The missiles that Mr. SPRATT 
alluded to, ERINT and THAAD, will 
not be operational until 1997-or 1996. 
So we have no defense today. We 
should be using this little bit of time , 
this little breathing space we have , 
this precious breathing space we have , 
to move forward very rapidly on this 
program. 

If you care about the most important 
aspect of national security over the 
next 10 years, support this amendment 
by Mr. HEFLEY. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Mary
land [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr. 
Chairman, the cold war may be over, 
the threat of missile attack to this 
country is not over. The second, third, 
and fourth largest nuclear and missile 
powers in the world are now Russia, 
Ukraine, Kazakhstan. Third World 
countries, many of them, are moving 
rapidly to acquire missile technology 
and nuclear technology. 

The probability that the United 
States will come under missile attack 
is now probably greater than at most 
times during the cold war. It just 
makes absolutely no sense to downsize 
this very important part of our mili
tary. It would make more sense to be 
building up in this area rather than 
building down. 

I implore my colleagues to do the 
right thing for this country, defeat 
those amendments which would cut 
this very important program, and sup
port that amendment which would in
crease it and bring it just to the level 
that was requested by this administra
tion. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, let me 
just say in summing up this side of the 
debate in the few seconds we have left 
here that we should focus on three 
amendments: The Dellums amend
ments would indeed destroy SDI, I be
lieve, our missile defense, the effective 
development of a program that we 
could count on in our lifetimes actu
ally being ready to deploy and saving 
American lives; the Schroeder amend
ment would almost destroy any hope 
we would have of a missile defense sys
tem. The Hefley amendment is not that 
spiffy, either, in terms of really trying 
to get there and get the job done, but 
it is a whole lot better than the other 
two. 

It is the position of the administra
tion, it is the position of the Senate, it 
is the position that most people who 
have looked at the budget, given the 
constraints we have, the spending con
straints and so forth , and said, " Well , 
if we are going to have missile defense , 
this is where we ought to be." I think 
your decision should be , if you want 
missile defense, you do not vote for the 
Dellums amendment; if you want an ef
fective missile defense, you will vote 
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for the Hefley amendment. We will get 
to that more as we get into the individ
ual amendments. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal
ance of my time. 

D 1620 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, to 
close out the general debate on this 
portion of the bill, it is my pleasure to 
yield 4 minutes to the distinguished 
gentlewoman from Colorado [Mrs. 
SCHROEDER], the chairman of the Sub
committee on Research and Tech
nology of the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the distinguished gentleman 
from California for yielding this time 
to me. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to try and put 
this in some framework that we can all 
agree on, because there has been an 
awful lot of charges made around here 
that I think we need to clear up. 

First of all, there is no one touching 
theater ballistic defense. The theater 
ballistic defense missiles that we are 
talking about are left alone in all these 
amendments, and we fully fund what 
they want. That is the essential part. 
That is the part that there is the most 
threat on. Those are short-range mis
siles coming in on troops. We agree 
fully. There is no debate on the dif
ferent amendments on that issue. They 
are all the same number. 

So let us make that perfectly clear 
and let us go over it and over it again. 

The issue is how much more do you 
add for the strategic defense which 
goes out to fight these intercontinental 
ballistic missiles. That is the issue. 

Now, let us listen to some of the 
things that have been said on the other 
side. People were saying that the CIA 
Director had said in public and some 
other people that maybe by the end of 
the decade there might be some coun
tries that would have created enough 
infrastructure that they might be able 
to begin to develop intercontinental 
ballistic missiles. Might , might, might, 
and we are talking about 8 years mini
mum and so forth. 

Now, what I would like to do is invite 
anyone over here who would like to see 
it, if you look at the CIA Directorate of 
Intelligence that came out in June of 
1993, the prior statement is terribly op
timistic compared to this classified 
document over here; but even the open 
one that we can talk about that puts, I 
suppose, the more optimistic spin than 
the classified one says, we are still 
looking at maybe the end of the decade 
and only developing the infrastructure 
and only proceeding on that; but, but 
before we go out and buy a nightlight 
and panic, there is a whole new thing 
happening in this area. Aviation Week 
points this out, and that is that every
one has discovered cruise missiles are a 
whole lot cheaper to build than inter
continental ballistic missiles. Cruise 

missiles can be built for probably less 
than $100,000 a piece. What country is 
going to go out and start investing in 
this whole infrastructure for inter
continental ballistic missiles when you 
can do cruise missiles? And what we 
can use for cruise missiles is more like 
the theater ballistic defense that 
comes out, and that we fully funded in 
all the amendments. 

The question is, How much more do 
we spend in these other areas? 

Now, let us also remember some of 
the history about this. Look, I have 
been around a long time, my gray hair 
shows it, but this whole SDI, now BDM, 
has been around for a long time. It has 
been kind of a cash cow used to fund 
everything. While we were out on 
break, one of the Air Force generals 
came forward and admitted that they 
have enhanced some of the tests to 
make it look good to keep all this re
search going. 

We have al ways had way more re
search going than we could ever really 
sustain if we moved into production, 
and a lot of that research really was 
not coming up with what we hoped it 
would, as we now know from some of 
the very sad things that came out over 
the break. 

So what we did on the committee is, 
if you look at the beginning of the 
year, we had a brand new President and 
a brand new Secretary of Defense and 
they worked with the old numbers be
cause they did not know what else to 
do, and said, "Time out while we do a 
bottom-up review. " 

We did not know what to do, because 
we had to mark up in the interim. We 
took the nonpartisan staff from Re
search and Development and said, go 
through this thing top to bottom and 
find anything that is redundant, pro
tect theater defense and come out with 
where you think we probably will go 
and the kind of things that we prob
ably will fund long term on the way up, 
the tests that are looking good, the 
things that are moving along, the 
things that do not look like they are 
duplicating other things. That is what 
they did. Our nonpartisan staff came 
up with the $2.8 billion. That lost by 
only 1 vote in committee. 

I think that is probably the best one 
because now as we look at the new bot
tom-up review by the administration 
and ramp it back to this year, we are 
still $100 million over where they would 
be. 

This makes sense. I certainly hope 
people will stay with this, and I hope 
we really do not mix up our terms here 
and everybody understands what it is 
we are really addressing, and that 
there is no conflict about treating our 
troops correctly. 

And please, please come over and 
read this classified document so you 
will nbt worry so much that the whole 
world is going to come down on our 
heads and be concerned about cruise 
missiles. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. It is 
now in order to consider amendment 
No. 1 printed in part 1 of the House Re
port 103-223. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DELLUMS 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DELLUMS: At 

the end of subtitle A of title II (page 42, after 
line 23) insert the following new section: 
SEC. 203. AIR FORCE SPACE BASED SURVEIL· 

LANCE PROGRAM. 

The amount provided in sec.tion 201 for the 
Air Force is hereby reduced by $252,952,000. 
None of the amount provided in such section 
shall be available for the program known as 
Brilliant Eyes. 

Strike out section 231 and 232 (page 53, line 
10, through page 54, line 15) and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 
SEC. 231. THEATER MISSILE DEFENSE INITIA· 

TIVE. 
(a) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994.-0f the 

amounts appropriated pursuant to section 
201 or otherwise made available to the De
partment of Defense for research, develop
ment, test, and evaluation for fiscal year 
1994, not more than $811,300,000 may be obli
gated for activities of the Theater Missile 
Defense Initiative. 

(b) REPORT.-When the President's budget 
for fiscal year 1995 is submitted to Congress 
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31 , United 
States Code, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit
tees a report-

(1) setting forth the allocation by the Sec
retary of funds appropriated for the Theater 
Missile Defense Initiative for fiscal year 1994, 
and the proposed allocation of funds for the 
Theater Missile Defense Initiative for fiscal 
year 1995, shown for each program, project, 
and activity; and 

(2) describing an updated master plan for 
the Theater Missile Defense Initiative that 
includes (A) a detailed consideration of plans 
for theater and tactical missile defense doc
trine, training, tactics, and force structure, 
and (B) a detailed acquisition strategy which 
includes a consideration of acquisition and 
life-cycle costs through the year 2006 for the 
programs. projects, and activities associated 
with the Theater Missile Defense Initiative. 
SEC. 232. BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE ORGANI· 

ZATION FUNDING. 

(a) TOTAL AMOUNT.-Of the amounts appro
priated pursuant to section 201 or otherwise 
made available to the Department of Defense 
for research, development, test, and evalua
tion for fiscal year 1994, not more than 
$568,000,000 may be obligated for the Ballistic 
Missile Defense Organization, of which-

(1) not more than $400,000,000 shall be avail
able for National Missile Defense programs, 
projects, and activities; and 

(2) not more than $168,000,000 shall be avail
able for programs, projects, and activities 
within the Research and Support Activities 
program element (including the Small Busi
ness Innovation Research program and the 
Small Business Technology Transfer pro
gram). 

(b) LIMITATIONS.-None of the amounts de
scribed in subsection (a) shall be available

(1) for programs, projects, and activities 
within the Space-Based Interceptors pro
gram element; or 
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(2) for programs, projects, and activities 

within the Follow-On Systems program ele
ment, including the program known as Bril
liant Pebbles. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
rule, the gentleman from California 
[Mr. DELLUMS] will be recognized for 5 
minutes, and a member in opposition 
will be recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. HEFLEY] will be 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

The Chair now recognizes the gen
tleman from California [Mr. DELLUMS]. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 2 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an 
amendment on behalf of myself and the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. DEFAZIO] 
to limit spending on ballistic missile 
defense to $1.5 billion. I believe that 
this amendment is the one that finally 
looks at the ballistic missile threat 
problem rationally, without the hype 
and scaremongering. This amendment 
makes sense. 

It gives top priority to theater mis
sile defense. The gentleman from Colo
rado pointing out the threat and the 
economics of cruise missiles is a very 
powerful point. This gentleman over 
the years has said to his colleagues, 
once we develop cruise missile tech
nology, we may have changed the 
world for all time to its detriment, and 
now we may be reaping the wild wind 
of the technology that we developed 
that now makes cruise missiles cheap 
and potentially can put them in the 
hands of a lot of other people. 

This simple reality escaped the Pen
tagon and White House for 10 years. 
The amendment prunes the administra
tion's theater missile request to a sen
sible and healthy level of $932 million. 
Everyone knows that the administra
tion's request would fund too many 
overlapping, so we had to make some 
decisions. 

Frankly, I salute the ranking minor
ity member of the Armed Services 
Committee, the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. SPENCE], for his state
ment, "The question is, can we afford 
to carry all of these programs to fru
ition? My judgment is, we cannot." 

At $932 million for theater missile de
fense, this amendment provides enough 
funding to fully fund the Patriot Mis
sile request, the Navy lower tier mis
sile defense request, the Arrow theater 
missile defense request, the PAC-3 
demonstration/validation request, fund 
the theater high altitude area defense 
interceptor [THAAD] and THAAD 
radar at a higher level than this year. 

This is a vigorous Theater Missile 
Defense Program. 

This amendment at long last puts na
tional missile defense in the proper set
ting. It funds a technology base for na
tional missile defense, but does not 
take us down the costly and unneces-

sary road of deploying such a defense. 
It provides an active base from which 
we can devote greater efforts in the un
likely event a serious and irrational 
ICBM threat against the United States 
from a hostile force does develop. Such 
a funding level is comparable to the in
vestment that the United States made 
in the mid-to-late 1970's, in the after
math of the ABM Treaty, when the 
hostile ICBM threat to the United 
States was far greater than it is today. 

With those remarks, Mr. Chairman, I 
urge support for the amendment of
fered by myself and the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. DEFAZIO J. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
l1/2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. TORKILDSEN]. 

Mr. TORKILDSEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to oppose the amendment of the 
distinguished chairman of the Armed 
Services Committee. While I greatly 
respect, and appreciate, the fairness by 
which the gentleman from California 
has conducted all Armed Service Com
mittee matters, I fundamentally dis
agree with his amendment to dras
tically cut funding for ballistic missile 
defense. 

Never before in the history of the 
world has the balance of power shifted 
so quickly and so peacefully as it has 
in the past 4 years. The cold war threat 
of a single, enormously powerful oppo
nent is over, at least for now. We all re
joice at the demise of the Soviet Union, 
and hope that democracy takes hold in 
Russia and the other republics. 

But our hopes do not mean that we 
no longer need to maintain our defense. 
With the demise of the Soviet Union, 
much of the tension of a bipolar world 
has been eliminated. But while much 
tension is eliminated, there is now far 
more instability, as dictators no longer 
look to any superpower before deciding 
what mischief they might engage in. In 
reality, many of the nonnuclear weap
ons of destruction that used to make 
up the Soviet arsenal are now being 
sold around the world, often to anyone 
with the money to buy. 

As for the nuclear weapons in Russia, 
we all hope that democracy takes hold 
in Russia, and that further bilateral re
ductions in nuclear weapons are made. 
But just as quickly as the most recent 
Russian revolution occurred, another 
could occur, with a military dictator 
claiming power. Shouldn't we wait a 
little bit longer before dropping our 
strategic defenses and deciding that 
Russia has successfully ended centuries 
of totalitarian governments? 

These are reasons that the defense 
needs of the United States are still 
very real. They are not the same as 
they were 4 years ago, and they may 
continue to change when viewed in 
their entirety. While preparing for a 
very different type of threat, we must 
also develop a flexibility to our defense 
that will meet those changing needs. 

One of the key challenges that we 
must meet is the threat of theater mis-

siles. If we learned nothing else from 
the gulf war, at a minimum we should 
have learned that a few missiles, even 
nonnuclear, in the hands of a madman 
can terrorize a city, a nation, and even 
an entire people. 

Secretary of Defense Les Aspin this 
week outlined the new look for ballis
tic missile defense, which will con
centrate on developing theater missile 
defense programs like the Patriot PAC 
HI upgrade, and other systems. These 
are defensive programs, designed to 
protect our troops overseas, as well as 
innocent people around the world. 

It was not the Soviet Union, but Iraq 
that forced our allies in the Mideast to 
don gas masks and take shelter during 
the gulf war. We must be able to defend 
against this danger, and theater mis
sile defense is the best protection we 
can invest in. Perhaps 5 or 10 years 
from now, we may not need to spend as 
much on ballistic missile defense as we 
do now. But in this area, a miscalcula
tion could prove to be fatal. I ask my 
colleagues to join me in opposing the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California, and supporting a 
sound level of funding for ballistic mis
sile defense. 

0 1630 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. KLECZKA]. 

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in strong support of the Dellums 
amendment. Since the mid-1980s, our 
Government has spent $30 billion on 
ballistic missile defense. Much of this 
amount has been spent on research for 
a hocus-pocus space-based defense sys
tem based on a theory. That theory 
was that we would be the target of a 
massive intercontinental Soviet nu
clear attack. With the fall of the So
viet Union, that theory is more unreal
istic than ever, and it is time to make 
substantial reductions in this extrava
gant and misguided program. 

To make matters worse, we've all 
been misled. Recent revelations have 
alleged that the original 1984 ballistic 
missile defense test was rigged. Army 
officials have acknowledged that the 
target was heated, making it 10 times 
easier to hit; an explosive charge was 
attached to the warhead to enhance 
the detonation; and the target ICBM 
carried a beacon that guided the inter
ceptor rocket toward a set-up collision. 
These aspects of the test clearly made 
it easier for the interceptor to find its 
target. 

At the time, the successful test was 
hailed as a triumph for the Reagan ad
ministration's SDI Program. As a re
sult, we were misled into spending $30 
billion on a questionable program. My 
friends, let me tell you what we could 
have gotten for that $30 billion if we 
hadn't spent it on this theoretical 
sham. We could have paid half of the 
cost of covering all uninsured and low-
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wage American workers in small firms. 
We could have funded Head Start 10 
times over. We could have taken one
tenth out of our annual deficit. Or we 
could have appropriated three times 
the funding for the National Institutes 
of Health. 

The Dellums amendment makes sub
stantial reductions in the ballistic mis
sile defense program, but remains con
sistent with the priorities the Clinton 
administration has outlined for the 
program. The amendment eliminates 
funding for space-based follow-on tech
nology, and reduces funding for missile 
defense designed to meet an unlikely 
intercontinental attack. Lastly, it em
phasizes the theater defense portion of 
our Ballistic Missile Defense Program, 
where most of the threat of missile at
tack remains. 

This amendment is also consistent 
with efforts to increase burdensharing. 
There is a growing realization on both 
sides of the aisle that we cannot afford 
to continue to fund expensive installa
tions . designed to protect our allies, 
while they spend their tax dollars on 
reality, not theory. By requiring the 
Defense Department to report on allied 
contributions to theater missile de
fense, we open the door to future 
spending reductions. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that some op
ponents of this amendment are con
cerned about national security. I share 
this concern, but believe that today, 
national security is increasingly an 
economic, as well as a military, issue . 
We must redirect our economy away 
from defense-related production, and 
toward the high-technology civilian
sector industries that produce products 
to sell overseas, and products to en
hance our productivity at home. 

This brings me to my final point, 
which is about jobs. Our economy has 
become dangerously dependent on mili
tary production. We must all confront 
the difficult choice between the need to 
maintain jobs now, and the need to get 
the military back in the business of na
tional security, so that we may create 
more jobs in other industries later. 

Opponents of the amendment, espe
cially those on the other side of the 
aisle , may remember that the first 
warnings of our increasing economic 
dependence on the military came over 
30 years ago, from a member of their 
own party, President Eisenhower. We 
have known about this problem for a 
long time. 

For the sake of fairness, I would 
point out that the cold war took many 
twists and turns in the past 30 years. 
Now that it is over, however, we have 
no more excuses not to heed the former 
President's warning. Let's make the 
tough choices necessary to redirect our 
economy. Let us stop the insanity in 
directing our scarce resources into a 
theoretical sham. I urge my colleagues 
to vote for the Dellums amendment. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
P /2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
California [Ms. HARMAN]. 

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is a 
great honor to serve on the House Com
mittee on Armed Services, under its 
chairman, the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. DELLUMS], and so it is only 
after great thought and with the 
strongest personal conviction that I 
rise in opposition to him. I do so here 
because the BMD Program and funding 
level in the committee bill are impor
tant and necessary. 

I joined my colleague, the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. SPRATT], in 
urging an increase in BMD funding 
above the committee mark, a proposal 
which was adopted in markup. Even 
with these increases, we delete futuris
tic, space based programs, including a 
number in California's South Bay, the 
center of the aerospace industry and 
the center of my congressional district. 
Halving this figure now will reduce 
missile defense to a handful of isolated 
research programs and will keep us 
from getting any focussed result after 
a $30 plus billion investment. Nor 
should we delete the additions made in 
the full committee, a position the gen
tlewoman from Colorado [Mrs. SCHROE
DER] urges. I support the technology 
reinvestment program, but H.R. 2401 
already doubles its funding above the 
requested level. 

Mr. Chairman, I spent part of the re
cess in Israel and saw first hand how 
critical missile defense technology is 
to the future of that region. Missile de
fense R&D has produced some impor
tant technology breakthroughs in 
areas like miniaturization, and it is 
important not to throw those gains 
out. 

Just as the House rejected cuts to 
the intelligence budget below what the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intel
ligence recommended, it should not cut 
BMD funding below what the commit
tee recommended. I urge opposition to 
all proposed amendments and adoption 
of the committee bill. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
P /2 minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. SAXTON]. 

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, several speakers have 
made . reference to the CIA report au
thored by Lawrence K. Gershwin, and I 
would like to be specific about this re
port and quote from it. The first para
graph of the report states this: 

THE THREAT TO THE CONTINENT AL UNITED 
STATES 

RUSSIA 

Based on current trends and a cooperative 
US-Russian relationship, the threat to the 
United States of a deliberate attack from 
Russia has all but disappeared for the fore
seeable future. Although the number of war
heads aimed at the United States remains 
large, the capabilities of Russian strategic 
forces are being significantly reduced due to 
arms agreements, economic pressures, and 
political changes. 

The START 2 treaty, if ratified, will re
quire the Russians to dramatically alter the 
composition of their strategic forces. The 
Russian force will shift from a heavy reli
ance on land-based MIRVed ICBMs to a force 
relying primarily on submarines, bombers, 
and single-RV ICBMs. By 2003, for example, 
Russia will be required to dismantle the en
tire force of 10 RV SS-18s, and reduce its 
forces from 10,000 strategic warheads, de
ployed in four states of the former Soviet 
Union, to 3,000 to 3,500 warheads, deployed in 
Russia. Nevertheless, Russia will almost cer
tainly exercise its option to field a sizable 
force of single-RV ballistic missiles. 

Russia remains committed to maintaining 
some of the strategic capabilities of the 
former Soviet Union, even though these ca
pabilities will be at considerably lower levels 
than in the past. 

Even with these reductions, we believe 
that the Russians will continue developmen
tal work on: a few new or follow-on systems. 
We expect that Russia will flight test and de
ploy three new ballistic missiles-a road-mo
bile ICBM, a silo-based ICBM, and an 
SLBM-during this decade. In addition, we 
expect the Russians to deploy a new ballistic 
missile submarine after the turn of the cen
tury. 

The turmoil in Russia and the other 
former Soviet States has led to some concern 
about the possibility of accidental or unau
thorized launches of nuclear forces. The So
viet Union's strong central government had 
an excellent nuclear command and control 
system that provided us with a high level of 
assurance that an accidental or unauthorized 
launch was highly unlikely. Today, while we 
believe that such an event remains highly 
unlikely, we must note that this command 
and control system was not designed in an
ticipation of the potential fragmentation of 
political and military authority, especially 
in Russia. The dramatic political changes 
could betray weaknesses in Moscow's com
mand and control system that neither we 
nor the Russians could have anticipated. The 
reliability of the personnel involved with nu
clear weapons will be crucial to maintaining 
the security of the nuclear arsenal. 

CHINA 

China also has the capability to attack 
U.S. territory, defense forces, and interests. 
The Chinese have deployed a small force of 
nuclear-tipped ICBMs, some of which are 
aimed at the United States, as well as a 
small force of intermediate-range ballistic 
missiles, that could be targeted against our 
allies and our forces in Asia. China plans to 
update this force with new missiles. Press re
ports indicate additional Chinese strategic 
missile development efforts are taking place. 
Improvements include the development of a 
new missile that will be deployed as a mobile 
ICBM and on a new ballistic missile sub
marine, and development of a second mobile 
ICBM that can reach the United States. 

OTHER NATIONS 

We do not expect any nations beyond Rus
sia and China to develop and produce ICBMs 
capable of striking the United States during 
this decade. We have no evidence to suggest 
that any country currently plans to bring to
gether the requisite materials, technologies, 
facilities, or expertise. 

Several nations with space launch capa
bilities could modify those launchers to ac
quire a long-range ballistic missile capabil
ity, but we do not expect any nation now 
having space launch vehicles to do so. Pres
ently, India, Israel, and Japan have devel
oped space launch vehicles that, if converted 
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to surface-to-surface missiles, are capable of 
reaching targets in the United States. Brazil 
has a space launch vehicle under develop
ment that is expected to be test launched 
within the next five years. 

After the turn of the century, however, 
some nations that are hostile to the United 
States may be able to indigenously develop 
ballistic missiles that could threaten the 
United States. We really cannot give you a 
precise date-it could be eight, ten, or fifteen 
years from now-when these ICBMs could be 
deployed. Over the next ten years, we are 
likely to see several Third World nations es
tablish the infrastructure and develop the 
technical knowledge required to undertake 
ICBM and space launch vehicle development. 

We also remain concerned that hostile na
tions will try to purchase from other states 
ballistic missiles capable of striking the 
United States. Libya, for example, has in the 
past publicly stated a desire for weapons of 
mass destruction that could be delivered by 
ballistic missile to the United States. A 
shortcut approach-prohibited by the Missile 
Technology Control Regime and Nuclear 
Nonproliferation Treaty-would be to buy 
ICBMs or major components covertly, to
gether with suitable nuclear warheads or 
fissile materials. The acquisiti.on of key pro
duction technologies and technical expertise 
would speed up ICBM development. 

THE THREAT FROM TACTICAL BALLISTIC 
MISSILES 

The threat from theater ballistl.c missiles 
is real and growing. For decades, the inter
national community has worked from the . 
premise that the more countries that possess 
these weapons, the greater the likelihood 
that they will be used. 

The proliferation of ballistic missile-deliv
ered weapons of mass destruction is an issue 
directly confronting the strategic interests 
of the United States, its traditional allies, 
and its friends, such as Russia. Several coun
tries are likely to have or are seeking ballis
tic missiles that have a sufficient range to 
threaten U.S. allies and forces in the Middle 
East, Asia, and parts of Europe. 

Moreover, as events in Desert Storm so 
vividly demonstrated, the use of ballistic 
missiles is a reality, not just a theoretical 
possibility. As demonstrated in Desert 
Storm and the Iran-Iraq war, ballistic mis
siles are becoming the weapon or choice for 
nations otherwise unable to strike their en
emies at long ranges. 

The danger from theater ballistic missiles 
is threatening enough with conventional 
weapons. With weapons of mass destruction, 
however, these weapons become particularly 
insidious. 

We see a dangerous trend in the prolifera
tion in nearly two dozen countries of weap
ons of mass destruction- nuclear, chemical, 
and biological weapons. The potential capa
bilities of some of these countries are com
parable to, and in some cases, more lethal 
than the Soviet threat in 1960. With leaders 
like Qadhafi and Saddam Hussein, and in 
many cases weak, unstable, or illegitimate 
governments, our classic notions of deter
rence hold much less promise of assuring the 
security of the United States and its allies. 

Possession of these ballistic missiles 
armed with weapons of mass destruction will 
threaten U.S. security interests: 

Our ability to hold coalitions together, as 
was done successfully in Desert Storm, will 
be more difficult. If Europe, for example, is 
held at risk by hostile powers in the Mideast, 
the difficulty of putting a coalition together 
would be quite substantial. 

The stability of regions and political 
agreements could be undercut. For example , 

our concerns about North Korea 's nuclear 
and ballistic missile efforts extend beyond 
the peninsula itself. If North Korea acquires 
nuclear weapons we worry about the con
sequences for stability in northeast Asia. 

Now, let me cite a few examples, starting 
with North Korea, whose recent actions are 
of grave concern. 

North Korea 's weapons program represent 
our most urgent national security threat in 
east Asia. It possesses Scud missiles that are 
capable of striking South Korea and our 
forces there. North Korea is also developing 
a longer-range ballistic missile capable of 
threatening Japan. 

These ballistic missile developments are 
especially alarming given the real possibility 
that it has already manufactured enough 
fissile material for at least one nuclear 
weapon, and North Korea 's recent announce
ment that it would withdraw from the Nu
clear Non-proliferation Treaty. Moreover, it 
is likely that North Korea will continue to 
produce additional plutonium that it could 
use in nuclear weapons. 

The Middle East represents an area of spe
cial concern, because half of the countries 
have nuclear, chemical, or biological weap
ons programs, at least in development. 

Iran still poses a potential threat to its 
smaller neighbors and to the free flow of oil 
through the gulf. It continues to support ter
rorism as an instrument of state policy. And 
Iran has embarked on an ambitious effort to 
develop its military and defense industries, 
including programs for weapons of mass de
struction. Iran is shopping Western markets 
for nuclear and missile technology, and it 
may turn to the states of the former Soviet 
Union for such technology and expertise. Be
cause it hasn't been able to get what it 
wants from the West, Iran increasingly has 
looked to Asian sources for military and 
technical aid-to North Korea for long-range 
Scuds and to China for missiles and nuclear
related technologies. 

Iran continues to pursue the acquisition of 
nuclear weapons despite being a signatory to 
the Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty. The 
intelligence community believes that Iran 
probably will take at least eight to ten years 
to build its own nuclear weapons. Tech
nology provided by other countries is crucial 
towards producing a nuclear weapons. With
out this help, Iran's program would suffer a 
devastating blow, setting it back by many 
years. 

Iran is also out shopping for nuclear weap
ons and weapons-grade nuclear materials. If 
the Iranians succeed, they could have weap
ons much sooner. 

Although Saddam Husayn's ability in the 
next several years to threaten the stability 
of the Gulf region and the world's oil supply 
has been crippled, Iraq continues to pose a 
major challenge. Substantial numbers of 
Scud missiles and production equipment re
main, despite Desert Storm and U.N. inspec
tions. The time and cost to Iraq of reviving 
its missile program will depend on the con
tinuation of the inspection regime and 
Saddam's ability to obtain critical equip
ment from abroad. 

Despite the fact that Desert Storm and 
subsequent U.N. inspections significantly 
damaged Iraq's special weapons program, 
Baghdad continues to view the development 
of a nuclear capability as a key to establish
ing dominance and influencing regional is
sues. Iraq would also pursue nuclear weapons 
to deter western involvement in the region. 

Saddam still has significant residual pro
grams in all four areas of weapons of mass 
destruction-missiles; nuclear, biological, 

and chemical. and he will continue to pursue 
these programs regardless of the expense and 
regardless of the state of U.N. inspections 
and sanctions. 

Because of its inability to purchase longer 
range missiles from Russia, Syria has turned 
to North Korea for an extended range mis
sile. Syria apparently is also seeking assist
ance from China and Western firms to ac
quire an improved capability with chemical 
or biological warheads. 

Libya has not abandoned its long-term 
goal of extending its military reach across 
the Eastern Mediterranean. Its chemical 
weapons program has produced and stock
piled as many as 100 tons of chemical agents, 
and Libya is shopping throughout the world 
for an alternative source of longer range 
missiles. And we should not forget that 
Libya, like Iraq, has fired ballistic missiles 
in anger again~t U.S. forces. 

BALLISTIC MISSILE SALES 

In addition to missiles already deployed 
throughout the world, we are particularly 
concerned about ongoing sales of short- and 
medium-range ballistic missiles. Also trou
bling are the sales of technology and produc
tion equipment that will give nations the 
ability to build missiles for years to come. 

North Korea has sold extended range Scud 
missiles to-among others-Iran and Syria. 
North Korea is also actively marketing the 
No Dong missile, which has a longer range 
than these Scuds. 

In the past China has sold ballistic missiles 
to other nations, including the long-range 
CSS-2 to Saudi Arabia. Since then, China 
agreed to observe the guidelines of the Mis
sile Technology Control Regime-which 
limit the sale of missile systems and tech
nologies for medium-range and longer-range 
ballistic missiles. I'm sure that you are 
aware of various press reports indicating 
that China delivered M- 11 missile-related 
equipment to Pakistan late last year. In this 
case and others, we are closely monitoring 
China's behavior for signs that Beijing is not 
living up to its commitments. 

Economic pressures are causing some Rus
sian and Ukrainian officials to pursue efforts 
that may not be consistent with the Missile 
Technology Control Regime. Russia, for ex
ample, has already sold rocket engine tech
nology to India. In a recent arms show in 
Moscow, the Russians advertised a derivative 
of the old SS-23 ballistic missile for sale as 
a civilian rocket, raising additional MTCR 
concerns. 

Unless the sale of such missiles from all 
suppliers is stopped completely, it is likely 
that these delivery systems, over time, will 
be mated with weapons of mass destruction. 

POTENTIAL TRANSFERS OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS 
AND NUCLEAR MATERIALS 

We are also concerned about the potential 
for illicit sales of nuclear weapons to rogue 
nations. If North Korea acquires nuclear 
weapons, the possibility that it would sell 
some to other countries, such as Iran, cannot 
be ignored. 

The political struggle in Moscow and de
velopments in the military forces might lead 
to unauthorized sales of nuclear weapons, 
weapons material, or weapons technologies: 

Military personnel involved with nuclear 
weapons are not immune from the problems 
endemic in Russian society. Although they 
traditionally received priority treatment, 
they now suffer along with the rest of the 
military from a loss of prestige, rapid de
cline in living standards, and uncertain ca
reers and futures . 

We have seen reports that former-Soviet 
nuclear weapons have already been offered 
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on the black market or have been .acquired 
by Iran. We have investigated these reports 
and do not find them to be credible, but we 
are highly attentive to such a possibility, 
given Russia's situation. Current safeguards 
alone will not be sufficient to guarantee the 
se0urity of the thousands of warheads and 
tons of missile material extracted from dis
mantled warheads from falling into the 
wrong hands. 

PROSPECTS FOR BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE 
COOPERATION 

Finally, let me address the prospects for 
international cooperation in ballistic missile 
defenses. Because of the end of the cold war, 
the United States has new opportunities, 
particularly in strategic defense. Russian 
President Yeltsin 's statements indicate a 
much greater interest in cooperating with 
the United States on missile defense matters 
than was true before the breakup of the So
viet Union. Discussions of a global protec
tion system are likely to be difficult-Rus
sia, like the United States, has both oppo
nents and proponents for ballistic missile de
fense-but the United States and Russia 
share new common ground: 

Many Russians believe that the develop
ment of new anti-tactical ballistic missile 
systems is one of the answers for the pro
liferation threat-a menace that most 
threatens Russia at the moment because of 
geography. 

Russia will also be looking for Western as
sistance on early warning problems. The dis
integration of the Soviet Union, as well as 
previous problems with early warning sys
tems development, have resulted in Russia 
facing serious difficulties in detecting ballis
tic missile attacks. 

Moscow, however, will not quickly aban
don the ABM Treaty. Many Russians believe 
the treaty is the basis of strategic stability, 
particularly in an era of deep strategic arms 
reductions. Many Russians are also likely to 
continue to be seriously concerned about 
space-based defenses and sensors. Suspicion 
of U.S. motives is still evident. Nonetheless, 
prospects for mutual agreements in strategic 
defenses are better now than during the cold 
war. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Despite the end of the cold war and the 
subsequent relaxation of East-West tensions, 
the United States continues to face serious 
challenges in the corning decade and beyond. 
Many countries have developed weapons of 
mass destruction, and others are acquiring 
the capability to develop these weapons. 
There is the real possibility that some na
tions will be motivated to use them in re
gional confrontations, threatening U.S. in
terests abroad. 

We do not expect a direct threat to United 
States territory during this decade. We must 
be watchful, however, that after the turn of 
the century some nation hostile to the Unit
ed States will acquire ballistic missiles able 
to deliver weapons of mass destruction that 
threaten the United States itself. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Chairman, I say to the gen
tleman from California, Mr. DELLUMS, 
you and I have been on the opposite ex
tremes of this particular debate for
ever, and both of us feel very passion
ate about our position on this. We 
could almost replay our speeches from 
last year this year. I feel very strongly 
that we need a robust missile defense 
research, and maybe deployment or the 

ability to deploy if we need this. I 
think you feel very strongly the other 
way. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I guess I would en
courage my colleagues today to not 
support the Dell urns amendment. It 
really will destroy, I believe, any pre
tense of a missile defense development 
in this country. We have heard the rea
sons why we need this kind of a devel
opment. So, I would encourage my col
leagues to not support the Dellums 
amendment and go to the Hefley 
amendment which I will ask them to 
support. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, for 
the purposes of closing the debate on 
this side of the aisle on the amendment 
before the body, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. DEFAZIO], the coauthor of the 
amendment. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, let us 
first be clear. The report which was 
read to the House was obviously not 
the classified document which sits over 
here on the dais, as that was, in fact, 
an unclassified report. If the gentleman 
were to read the classified report, he 
would find that the views of the agency 
are much less pessimistic than that 
which was offered in public, and in fact 
they find the threats to be significally 
less than those in the public report. Of 
course I am constrained in being more 
specific, but it is there for the gen
tleman, or any other Member of the 
House, to read. 

The bottom line here is: Is this a cut 
that would make sense for the future of 
the development of a strategic missile 
defense in terms of research? Is it 
something that will full fund any and 
all needs for theater missile defense? 
Most of the debate on that side of the 
aisle has been devoted to theater mis
sile defense. We want theater missile 
defense. We have seen a dramatic in
crease in the funding for theater mis
sile defense. And, in fact, the Dellums
DeFazio amendment fully funds the 
continued development and potential 
development of theater missile defense. 
It does, however, cut back the strategic 
missile defense program to $400 mil
lion, that which the Pentagon says is 
adequate to fully fund an ongoing, ro
bust research and development pro
gram. 

Four hundred million dollars is pea
nuts? One point five billion dollars is 
too much of a cut? Three point three 
billion dollars to the gentleman on 
that side of the aisle is cutting it to 
the bone? Does anyone believe that a 
program that spent $33 billion and 
faked one successful attempt at inter
ception is being cut to the bone? At 
$3.3 billion more, 10 percent of what 
they have spent in the last 10 years, 
with nothing to show for it? Remember 
the Patriot missile? Never got a penny 
from the strategic missile program. It 
was developed entirely outside of that 
program. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempo re (Mr. 
DURBIN). The time of the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. DEFAZIO] has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. DELLUMS]. 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de

vice, and there were-ayes 160, noes 272, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 412] 
AYES-160 

Abercrombie Hamburg Pastor 
Ackerman Hastings Payne (NJ) 
Andrews (ME) H!ll!ard Pelosi 
Barca Hinchey Penny 
Barela Holden Peterson (MN> 
Barrett (WI) Ins lee Po shard 
Becerra Jacobs Rahall 
Be!lenson Jefferson Rangel 
Berman Johnson, E. B. Reed 
Blackwell Johnston Reynolds 
Bon!or KanJorsk! Rose 
Brown (CA) Kaptur Rostenkowsk! 
Brown (OH) Kennedy Roth 
Bryant K!ldee Roybal-Allard 
Byrne Kleczka Rush 
Cantwell Klein Sabo 
Carr Kl!nk Sanders 
Clay Klug Sangmelster 
Clayton Kopetsk! Sarpallus 
Coll1ns {IL) Kreidler Sawyer 
Collins (Ml) LaFalce Schenk 
Condit Lambert Schroeder 
Coyne Leach Schumer 
de Lugo (VI) Lehman Serrano 
De Fazio Levin Shays 
Dellums Lewis (GA) Shepherd 
Dingell Long Skaggs 
Dooley Lowey Slaughter 
Duncan Maloney Stark 
Durbin Margolies- Stokes 
Edwards (CA) Mezvlnsky Strickland 
Engel Markey Studds 
English (AZ) Martinez Stupak 
Eshoo Matsu! Swift 
Evans Mccloskey Synar 
Faleomavaega McKinney Thompson 

(AS) Meehan Thurman 
Farr Menendez Torres 
Fazio Mfume Towns 
Fields (LA) M!ller (CA) Traflcant 
F!lner M!neta Tucker 
Fingerhut Minge Underwood (GU) 
Flake Mink Unsoeld 
Fogl!etta Moakley Velazquez 
Ford (MI> Murphy Vento 
Ford (TN) Nadler Washington 
Frank (MA> Neal (MA) Waters 
Furse Norton (DC) Watt 
GeJdenson Nuss le Waxman 
Gephardt Oberstar Wheat 
Gibbons Obey Williams 
Green Olver Woolsey 
Gutierrez Owens Wyden 
Hall (OH) Pallone Wynn 

NOES-272 
Allard Barton Brewster 
Andrews (NJ) Bateman Brooks 
Andrews (TX) Bentley Browder 
Applegate Bereuter Brown (F L) 
Archer Bev!ll Bunning 
Armey Bil bray Burton 
Bacchus (FL) B1l!rak!s Buyer 
Bachus (AL) Bishop Callahan 
Baesler Bl!ley Calvert 
Baker (CA) Blute Camp 
Baker (LA) Boehlert Canady 
Ballenger Boehner Cardin 
Barlow Bon!lla Castle 
Barrett (NE) Borski Chapman 
Bartlett Boucher Clement 
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Clinger Houghton Pickle 
Clyburn Hoyer Pombo 
Coble Hufflngton Pomeroy 
Coleman Hughes Porter 
Colllns (GA> Hunter Portman 
Combest Hutchinson Price (NC) 
Cooper Hutto Pryce (OH) 
Coppersmith Hyde Qulllen 
Costello Inglis Quinn 
Cox Inhofe Ramstad 
Cramer Is took Ravenel 
Crane Johnson (CT) Regula 
Crapo Johnson (GA) Richardson 
Cunningham Johnson (SD) Ridge 
Danner Johnson, Sam Roberts 
Darden Kasi ch Roemer 
de la Garza Kennelly Rogers 
Deal Kim Rohrabacher 
DeLauro King Romero-Barcelo 
De Lay Kingston (PR) 
Derrick Knollenberg Ros-Lehtinen 
Deutsch Kolbe Roukema 
Diaz-Balart Ky! Rowland 
Dickey Lancaster Royce 
Dicks Lantos Santorum 
Dixon LaRocco Saxton 
Doollttle Laughlln Schaefer 
Dornan Lazio Schiff 
Dreier Levy Scott 
Dunn Lewis (CA) Sensenbrenner 
Edwards (TX) Lewis (FL) Sharp 
Emerson Lightfoot Shaw 
Engllsh (OK> Linder Shuster 
Everett Lipinski Sisisky 
Ewing Livingston Skeen 
Fawell Lloyd Skelton 
Fields (TX) Machtley Slattery 
Fish Mann Smith (IA) 
Fowler Manton Smith (MI) 
Franks (CT> Manzullo Smith (NJ) 
Franks (NJ) Mazzoll Smith (OR) 
Frost McCandless Smith (TX) 
Gallegly McColl um Sn owe 
Gallo McCrery Solomon 
Gekas Mccurdy Spence 
Geren Mc Dade Spratt 
Gllchrest Mc Hale Stearns 
Glllmor McHugh Stenholm 
Gllman Mcinnls Stump 
Gingrich McKean Sundquist 
Glickman McM111an Swett 
Gonzalez McNulty Talent 
Good latte Meek Tanner 
Goodling Meyers Tauzin 
Gordon Mica Taylor (MS) 
Goss Michel Taylor (NC) 
Grams M1ller (FL) Tejeda 
Grandy Mollnarl Thomas (CA) 
Greenwood Mollohan Thomas (WY) 
Gunderson Montgomery Thornton 
Hall (TX) Moorhead Torktldsen 
Hamllton Moran Torrlcelll 
Hancock Morella Upton 
Hansen Murtha Valentine 
Harman Myers Visclosky 
Hastert Natcher Volkmer 
Hayes Ortiz Walker 
Hefley Orton Walsh 
Hefner Oxley Weldon 
Herger Packard Whitten 
Hoagland Parker Wllson 
Hobson Paxon Wise 
Hochbrueckner Payne (VA) Wolf 
Hoekstra Peterson (FL) Young (FL) 
Hoke Petri Zell ff 
Horn Pickett Zimmer 

NOT VOTING-6 
Conyers Neal (NC) Yates 
McDermott Vucanovich Young (AK) 

D 1703 
The Clerk announced the following 

pair: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Yates for, with Mrs. Vucanovich 

against. 

Mr. EVERETT and Mr. DERRICK 
changed their vote from "aye" to "no." 

Messrs. HOLDEN, RANGEL, and 
BARCIA of Michigan changed their 
vote from "no" to "aye." 

So the amendment was rejected. 
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The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is now in order to 

consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
part 1 of House Report 103-223. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HEFLEY 
Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des

ignate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HEFLEY: Strike 

out subtitle C of title II (page 53, line 8, 
through page 70, line 19) and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

Subtitle C-Missile Defense Programs 

SEC. 231. FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994. 

Of the amounts appropriated pursuant to 
section 201 or otherwise made available to 
the Department of Defense for research, de
velopment, test, and evaluation for fiscal 
year 1994, not more than a total of 
$3,084,543,000 may be obligated for ballistic 
missile defense. 
SEC. 232. REPORT ON ALLOCATION OF FUNDS. 

When the President's budget for fiscal year 
1995 is submitted to Congress pursuant to 
section 1105 of title 31, United States Code, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report-

(1) setting forth the allocation by the Sec
retary of funds appropriated for ballistic 
missile defense for fiscal year 1994, and the 
proposed allocation of funds for ballistic 
missile defense for fiscal year 1995, shown for 
Theater Missile Defense, Limited Defense 
System, Other Follow-On Systems, Research 
and Support, and the Small Business Innova
tion Research and Small Business Tech
nology Transfer programs of the Small Busi
ness Administration, for each program, 
project, and activity; and 

(2) describing an updated master plan for 
the Theater Missile Defense Initiative that 
includes (A) a detailed consideration of plans 
for theater and tactical missile defense doc
trine, training, tactics, and force structure, 
and (B) a detailed acquisition strategy which 
includes a consideration of acquisition and 
life-cycle costs through the year 2006 for the 
programs, projects, and activities associated 
with the Theater Missile Defense Initiative. 
SEC. 233. TRANSFER AUTHORITIES FOR BALLIS-

TIC MISSILE DEFENSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-After the submission of 
the report required under section 232, the 
Secretary of Defense may transfer funds 
among the ballistic missile defense program 
elements named in section 232 of this Act. 

(b) LIMITATION.-The total amount that 
may be transferred to or from any program 
element named in section 232-

(1) may not exceed 10 percent of the 
amount provided in the report for the pro
gram element from which the transfer is 
made; and 

(2) may not result in an increase of more 
than 10 percent of the amount provided in 
the report for the program element to which 
the transfer is made. 

(c) RESTRICTION.-Transfer authority under 
subsection (a) may not be used for a decrease 
in funds identified in section 231(a) for the 
Theater Missile Defense Initiative. 

(d) MERGER AND AVAILABILITY.-Amounts 
transferred pursuant to subsection (a) shall 
be merged with and be available ·for the same 
purposes as the amounts to which trans
ferred. 

SEC. 234. REVISIONS TO MISSILE DEFENSE ACT 
OF 1991. 

The Missile Defense Act of 1991 (part C of 
title II of Public Law 102-190; 10 U.S.C. 2431 
note) is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 232(b) is amended-
(A) in paragraphs (1) and (2), by striking 

out "the Soviet Union" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "Russia"; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking out "Trea
ty, to include the down-loading of multiple 
warhead ballistic missiles" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "Treaties, to include the down
loading of multiple warhead ballistic mis
siles, as appropriate". 

(2) Section 235 is amended-
(A) by striking out "Strategic Defense Ini

tiative" in subsections (a) and (b) and insert
ing in lieu thereof " Ballistic Missile Defense 
program"; and 

(B) by striking out the section heading and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
"SEC. 235. PROGRAM ELEMENTS FOR BALLISTIC 

MISSILE DEFENSE PROGRAM.". 
(3) Section 236(c) is amended by striking 

out "Strategic Defense Initiative Organiza
tion" and inserting in lieu thereof "Ballistic 
Missile Defense Organization". 
SEC. 235. PATRIOT ADVANCED CAPABILITY-3 THE

ATER MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEM. 

(a) COMPETITION FOR MISSILE SELECTION.
The Secretary of Defense shall continue the 
strategy being carried out by the Ballistic 
Missile Defense Organization as of July 1, 
1993, for selection of the best technology (in 
terms of cost, schedule, risk, and perform
ance) to meet the missile requirements for 
the Patriot Advanced Capability-3 (PAC-3) 
theater missile defense system. That strat
egy, consisting of flight testing, ground test
ing, simulations, and other analyses of the 
two competing missiles (the Patriot 
Multimode Missile and the Extended Range 
Interceptor (ERINT) missile), shall be con
tinued until the Secretary determines that 
the Ballistic Missile Defense Organization 
has adequate information upon which to base 
a decision as to which missile will be se
lected to proceed into the Engineering and 
Manufacturing Development stage. 

(b) FUNDS FOR DEMONSTRATION AND VALIDA
TION.-Of the funds authorized to be appro
priated by section 201 for the Ballistic Mis
sile Defense Organization-

(1) not less than $44,100,000 shall be avail
able for demonstration and validation pur
poses for the Patriot Multimode Missile pro
gram; 

(2) not less than $55,900,000 shall be avail
able for demonstration and validation pur
poses for the Extended Range Interceptor 
program; and 

(3) not less than $52,700,000 shall be avail
able for demonstration and validation and 
for the Engineering and Manufacturing De
velopment stage for the system selected and 
for appropriate risk mitigation activities. 

(C) IMPLICATIONS OF DELAY.-If there is a 
delay (based upon the schedule in effect in 
mid-1993) in the selection described in sub
section (a) of the missile for the Patriot Ad-

· vanced Capability-3 system, the Secretary of 
Defense shall ensure that demonstration and 
validation of both competing systems can 
continue as needed to support an informed 
decision for such selection. 
SEC. 236. ADDITIONAL BMD PROGRAMS. 

(a) NAVAL THEATER MISSILE DEFENSE.-Of 
the amount provided under section 201 for 
Theater Missile Defense, Sl02,000,000 shall be 
available to support the aggressive explo
ration of the Navy Upper Tier concept for 
Naval Theater Missile Defense, including 
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cost-effective systems and upgrades to exist
ing systems that can be fielded more quickly 
than new systems. 

(b) ACCELERATED ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 
DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.-The Secretary of 
Defense, acting through the Director of the 
Theater Missile Defense Initiative, shall ini
tiate during fiscal year 1994 an accelerated 
Advanced Technology Demonstration pro
gram· to demonstrate the technical feasibil
ity of using the Navy's Standard Missile 
combined with a kickstage rocket motor and 
Lightweight Exoatmospheric Projectile 
(LEAP) as a near-term option for cost-effec
tive wide-area Theater Missile Defense. 
SEC. 237. ARROW TACTICAL ANTI-MISSILE PRO· 

GRAM. 
(a) ENDORSEMENT OF COOPERATIVE RE

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.-Congress reiter
ates its endorsement (previously stated in 
section 225(a)(5) of Public Law 101-510 (104 
Stat. 1515) and section 24l(a) of Public Law 
102-190 (105 Stat. 1326)) of a continuing pro
gram of cooperative research and develop
ment, jointly funded by the United States 
and Israel, on the Arrow Tactical Anti-Mis
sile program. 

(b) PROGRAM GOAL.-The goal of the coop
erative program is to demonstrate the fea
sibility and practicality of the Arrow system 
and to permit the government of Israel to 
make a decision on its own initiative regard
ing deployment of that system without fi 
nancial participation by the United States 
beyond the research and development stage. 

(C) ARROW CONTINUING EXPERIMENTS.-The 
Secretary of Defense, from amounts appro
priated to the Department of Defense pursu
ant to section 201 for Defense-wide activities 
and available for the Ballistic Missile De
fense Organization, shall fully fund the Unit
ed States contribution to the fiscal year 1994 
Arrow Continuing Experiments program at 
the level of $56,400,000. 

(d) ARROW DEPLOYABILITY INITIATIVE.-(1) 
Subject to paragraph (2), the Secretary of 
Defense may obligate from funds appro
priated pursuant to section 201 up to 
$25,000,000 for the purpose of research and de
velopment of technologies associated with 
deploying the Arrow missile in the future 
(including technologies associated with bat
tle management, lethality, system integra
tion, and test bed systems). 

(2) Funds may not be obligated for the pur
pose stated in paragraph (1) unless the Presi
dent certifies to Congress that--

(A) the United States and the government 
of Israel have entered into an agreement 
governing the conduct and funding of re
search and development projects for the pur
pose stated in paragraph (1); 

(B) each project in which the United States 
will join under that agreement (i) will have 
a benefit for the United States, and (ii) has 
not been barred by other congressional direc
tion; 

(C) the Arrow missile has successfully com
pleted a flight test in which it intercepted a 
target missile under realistic test condi
tions; and 

(D) the government of Israel is continuing, 
in accordance with its previous public com
mitments, to adhere to export controls pur
suant to the Guidelines and Annex of the 
Missile Technology Control Regime. 

(e) SENSE OF CONGRESS ON EXPEDITING TEST 
PROGRAM.-It is the sense of Congress that, 
in order to expedite the test program for the 
Arrow missile, the United States should seek 
to initiate with the government of Israel dis
cussions on the agreement referred to in sub
section (d)(2)(A) without waiting for the con
dition specified in subsection (d)(2)(C) to be 
met first. 

SEC. 238. EXTENSION OF PROHIBITION ON TEST· technology to other nations. Efforts at keeping 
ING MID-INFRARED ADVANCED 
CHEMICAL LASER AGAINST AN OB- missile proliferation in check do not seem to 
JECT IN SPACE. be working as intended. 

The Secretary of Defense may not carry It would be irresponsible of us to not recog-
ou t a test of the Mid-Infrared Advanced nize the threat and try to come up with the 
Chemical Laser (MIRACL) transmitter and best solutions possible. In recent years, ballis
associated optics against an object in space tic missile defense was termed star wars 
during 1994 unless such testing is specifically under the Strategic Defense Initiative [SDI] 
authorized by law. 
SEC. 239. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS TO REFLECT Program. SDI became a lightning rod for de-

REDESIGNATION OF STRATEGIC DE· bate, criticism and contention. I fear that some 
FENSE INITIATIVE ORGANIZATION. of our colleagues have slipped into their tradi

Section 224 of the National Defense Au- tional mode and habit of cutting or opposing a 
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 robust missile defense effort without regard for 
(10 u.s.c. 2431 note) is amended- the changes that have occurred in the pro-

(1) by striking out " Strategic Defense Ini-
tiative" each place it appears (other than in gram and its overwhelming need. 
subsection (b)(5)) and inserting in lieu there- Secretary Aspin has reorganized the former 
of " Ballistic Missile Defense program"; SDI program into a ballistic missile defense of-

(2) by striking out "Strategic Defense Ini- fice, emphasizing land-based technologies and 
tiative" in subsection (b)(5) and inserting in theatre missile defense. These are real-world 
lieu thereof " Ballistic Missile Defense"; threats and a practical and wise approach at 

(3) by striking out " SDI" each place it ap- coming up with a way to defend against them. 
pears and inserting in lieu thereof " BMD"; We must do all we can to support a robust 
and 

(4) by striking out the section heading and ballistic missile defense-including brilliant 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: eyes, or space-based sensors, which will be 
"SEC. 224. ANNUAL REPORT ON BALLISTIC MIS- essential in helping land-based systems detect 

SILE DEFENSE PROGRAM.". and respond more quickly to future missile at-
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the tacks, wherever they will occur. 

rule, the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Please oppose this amendment. 
HEFLEY] will be recognized for 5 min- Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I under-
utes, and a Member opposed will be rec- stand it is my privilege to close debate, 
ognized for 5 minutes. so I will stop at this point and reserve 

Does the gentleman from California the balance of my time. 
[Mr. DELLUMS] oppose the amendment? Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 

Mr. DELLUMS. I do, Mr. Chairman. yield myself such time as I may 
Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am consume. 

seeking to increase the funding for the Mr. Chairman, I rise today in opposi
preliminary defense program over the tion to the amendment from the gen
committee mark in the amount of $467 tleman from Colorado. His amendment 
million, the amount of money for the would stoke up the old star wars pro
ballistic missile defense program. It gram, try to free it from ABM treaty 
would get it up closer to the adminis- restraints, and revive the discredited 
tration request, although it would not Brilliant Pebbles program. It is fiscally 
get it clear to the administration re- unsound and would lead us into billions 
quest, but it would get it closer to in unneeded government spending, ex
what they are requesting, and it would actly what we do not need in our cur
be at the level that the Senate has rent fiscal climate. 
marked up. This amendment would add $467 mil-

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he lion to the ballistic missile defense 
may consume to the gentleman from [BMD] budget but does not identify any 
Utah [Mr. HANSEN]. offset. It is pure deficit spending, ex-

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in actly what amendments on this bill 
support of the amendment offered by should not do. It not only adds to this 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. year's deficit, but it will also erode our 
HEFLEY]. deficit situations for years to come in 

Mr. Chairman, the proposed amendment to two ways. 
cut more out of ballistic missile defense strikes First, it will fund programs that to 
at the very heart and soul of the threats that complete will require billions more in 
our Nation is now facing. spending than we would do under the 

The end of the cold war has seen the Soviet bill. It is estimated that funding BMD 
bear disappear, only to be replaced by a thou- at $3.45 billion in fiscal year 1994, as 
sand poisonous snakes scattered throughout this amendment would do, would lead 
the jungle. All over the world, we are seeing to BMD expenditures of $5.5-6 billion 
the proliferation of missile technology in hostile per year between 1995 and 1999. Such 
or potentially hostile nations. BMD levels are not fiscally affordable. 

Surely our memories are not so short as to Either we will be forced to spend more 
forget the haunting images and sounds of than is prudent in the future, or we 
SCUD missile attacks courtesy of Sadam Hus- will have to drop some of the programs 
sein whistling into Tel Aviv. While the SCUD that this increase will fund, wasting 
was a primitive, low-tech weapon, variants of the extra funding. Neither are what the 
the SCUD are widely available on the world · American people want. 
arms market. They can still cause death and Second, we will have to borrow every 
destruction as some of our servicemen and penny of this extra spending. For just 
women learned when a SCUD landed on their the extra $467 million, its interest costs 
barracks in Saudi Arabia. China has been (using the bellwether 30 year bond rate) 
known to have sold more sophisticated missile over the next 30 years will be over $2.6 
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billion. This amendment asks the tax
payers of America to shell out an extra 
$2.6 billion over the next 30 years so we 
can borrow $467 million in 1994 to re
vive star wars. And we will still owe 
the original $467 million. If you want to 
know how our national debt got so 
huge, it is partly through the workings 
of compound interest, which magnifies 
the effect of every dollar we borrow. 

Spending extra money we do not 
have on star wars and not identifying 
where it comes from is public policy at 
its worst. And this extra money would 
either be wasted, because down the 
road we couldn't afford to continue the 
extra programs it would fund, or it 
would trigger massive new star wars 
spending, approaching $6 billion per 
year. And we will have to borrow those 
extra billions, too, and pay interest on 
it. 

So for fiscal reasons, as well as solid 
public policy reasons, this amendment 
should not be adopted. I urge you to 
vote against it. 

D 1710 
Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal

ance of my time. 
Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself my remaining 4 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, my amendment would 

provide authorization of $3,207,989,000 
for strategic and theater missile de
fenses for fiscal year 1994. I should note 
that Brilliant Eyes funding of $252.2 
million is not included in this total; 
consistent with the bill as reported by 
the House Armed Services Committee, 
funding for Brilliant Eyes, along with 
the Defense Support Program [DSP] 
and the Follow-on Early Warning Sys
tem [FEWS], has been moved to a con
solidated Space-Based Surveillance 
line. 

The funding level associated with my 
amendment represents a $467 million 
increase in the amount authorized by 
the House Armed Services Committee 
for strategic and theater missile de
fenses in fiscal year 1994. This funding 
level also represents the same amount 
authorized by the Senate Armed Serv
ices Committee for missile defenses in 
fiscal year 1994. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment also 
would strike those provisions 1n the 
Committee-reported bill that modify 
the Missile Defense Act of 1991. That 
legislation, you may recall, established 
for the first time a legislative-execu
ti ve consensus on the scope and direc
tion of the U.S. ballistic missile de
fense program. 

For example, the Armed Services 
Committee-reported bill states that it 
is a U.S. goal merely to preserve the 
option to deploy an effective ballistic 
missile defense system for the United 
States, to deploy-a subtle but impor
tant difference in approach. 

A second change to the Missile De
fense Act contained in the Committee
reported bill is the direction to the 

President to initiate discussions with 
Russia solely on the question of how 
the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty 
applies to theater missile defense sys
tems such as Patriot. The Missile De
fense Act directed the President to not 
only negotiate changes to the ABM 
Treaty to permit the deployment of 
fully-capable theater missile defenses, 
but also to permit a multi-site ABM 
deployment and allow the deployment 
of stabilizing space-based sensor sys
tems such as Brilliant Eyes that warn 
of missile attacks. 

My amendment also would strike 
those provisions in the Committee-re
ported bill that impose duplicative or 
unnecessary reporting requirements on 
the Department of Defense. For exam
ple, the Armed Services Committee-re
ported bill requires a so-called TMD 
Roadmap report when the Congress al
ready receives from the DOD a com
prehensive report on planned U.S. TMD 
activities and programs. 

In sum, Mr. Chairman, my amend
ment offers a clear break from the ap
proach recommended by the Armed 
Services Committee. It increases funds 
for the U.S. Ballistic Missile Defense 
Program, and strikes legislative provi
sions that undercut the Missile Defense 
Act. This amount of funding for strate
gic and theater missile defenses is re
quired in light of the growing threat to 
U.S. military forces deployed overseas, 
U.S. friends and allies, and the con
tinental United States posed by mis
siles of increasing range, accuracy and 
lethality. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup
port this amendment, and to reject the 
Dellums and Schroeder amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempo re (Mr. 
DURBIN). All time has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Colo
rado [Mr. HEFLEY]. 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de

vice, and there were-ayes 118, noes 312, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

Archer 
Armey 
Baker (CA) 
Baker (LA) 
Barrett (NE> 
Bartlett 
Bateman 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Bevill 
Bl!ley 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bunning 
Burton 
Buyer 
Callahan 

[Roll No. 413) 

AYES-118 

Calvert 
Canady 
Clinger 
Collins (GA) 
Combest 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Cunningham 
de la Garza 
De Lay 
Dlaz-Balart 
Doolittle 
Dornan 
Dreier 
Emerson 
Everett 

Ewing 
Fields (TX) 
Fowler 
Franks (CT) 
Gallegly 
Gekas 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gingrich 
Good latte 
Goss 
Grams 
Hancock 
Hansen 
Hastert 
Hefley 
Herger 

Hoagland 
Hobson 
Hoke 
Horn 
Houghton 
Hufflngton 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis 
Inhofe 
Johnson. Sam 
Kasi ch 
Kim 
King 
Knollenberg 
Ky! 
Levy 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (FL) 
Lightfoot 
Linder 
Livingston 
Machtley 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allard 
Andrews (ME) 
Andrews (NJ) 
Andrews (TX) 
Applegate 
Bacchus (FL) 
Bachus (AL) 
Baesler 
Ballenger 
Barca 
Barela 
Barlow 
Barrett (WI) 
Barton 
Becerra 
Bellenson 
Berman 
Bllbray 
B111rakls 
Bishop 
Blackwell 
Blute 
Boehle rt 
Boni or 
Borski 
Boucher 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Browder 
Brown (CA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Bryant 
Byrne 
Camp 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carr 
Castle 
Chapman 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coleman 
Colllns (IL) 
Coll1ns <MI> 
Condit 
Cooper 
Coppersmith 
Costello 
Coyne 
Crapo 
Danner 
Darden 
de Lugo (VI) 
Deal 
DeFazio 
De Lauro 
Dellums 
Derrick 
Deutsch 
Dickey 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Dooley 

Manzullo 
McCandless 
McColl um 
McCrery 
McDade 
McHugh 
McKeon 
Mica 
Michel 
Miller (FL) 
Molinari 
Moorhead 
Myers 
Packard 
Paxon 
Pombo 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Quillen 
Ravenel 
Rogers 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Leh tin en 

NOES-312 

Duncan 
Dunn 
Durbin 
Edwards (CA) 
Edwards (TX) 
Engel 
English (AZ) 
English (OK) 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Faleomavaega 

(AS> 
Farr 
Fawell 
Fazio 
Fields (LA) 
Fllner 
Fingerhut 
Fish 
Flake 
Foglletta 
Ford (Ml) 
Ford (TN) 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (NJ) 
Frost 
Furse 
Gallo 
GeJdenson 
Gephardt 
Geren 
Gibbons 
G\lchrest 
Glickman 
Gonzalez 
Goodling 
Gordon 
Grandy 
Green 
Greenwood 
Gunderson 
Gutlerret 
Hall (OH) 
Hall (TX) 
Hamburg 
Hamilton 
Harman 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Hefner 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hochbrueckner 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Hutchinson 
Hutto 
Ins lee 
Is took 
Jacobs 
Jefferson 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (SD> 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnston 
KanJorskl 
Kennedy 

20347 
Royce 
Saxton 
Schiff 
Shuster 
Skeen 
Smith (OR) 
Smith (TX) 
Solomon 
Spence 
Stearns 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Talent 
Taylor (NC) 
Thomas (CA) 
Walker 
Weldon 
Wilson 
Wolf 
Zeliff 
Zimmer 

Kennelly 
Kil dee 
Kingston 
Kleczka 
Klein 
Klink 
Klug 
Kolbe 
Kopetskl 
Kreidler 
LaFalce 
Lambert 
Lancaster 
Lantos 
LaRocco 
Laughlin 
Lazio 
Leach 
Lehman 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lloyd 
Long 
Lowey 
Maloney 
Mann 
Manton 
Margolles-

Mezvlnsky 
Markey 
Martinez 
Mazzo II 
McC!oskey 
Mccurdy 
McHale 
Mclnnls 
McKinney 
McMillan 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek 
Menendez 
Meyers 
Mfume 
M1Jler (CA) 
Mlneta 
Minge 
Mink 
Moakley 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moran 
Morella 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Natcher 
Neal (MA) 
Norton (DC> 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
O!ver 
Ortiz 
Orton 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Parker 
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Pastor Sanders Tanner 
Payne (NJ) Sangmeister Tauzin 
Payne (VA) Santorum Taylor (MS) 
Pelosi Sarpallus Tejeda 
Penny Sawyer Thomas (WY) 
Peterson (FL) Schaefer Thompson 
Peterson (MN) Schenk Thornton 
Petri Schroeder Thurman 
Pickett Schumer Torklldsen 
Pickle Scott Torres 
Pomeroy Sensenbrenner Torricelll 
Porter Serrano Towns 
Po shard Sharp Traf!cant 
Price (NC) Shaw Tucker 
Quinn Shays Underwood (GU) 
Rahall Shepherd Unsoeld 
Ramstad Slsisky Upton 
Rangel Skaggs Valentine 
Reed Skelton Velazquez 
Regula Slattery Vento 
Reynolds Slaughter Vlsclosky 
Richardson Smith (IA) Volkmer 
Ridge Smith (MI) Walsh 
Roberts Smith (NJ) Washington 
Roemer Snowe Waters 
Romero-Barcelo Spratt Watt 

(PRJ Stark Waxman 
Rose Stenholm Wheat 
Rostenkowskl Stokes Whitten 
Roth Strickland W1111ams 
Roukema Studds Wise 
Rowland Stupak Woolsey 
Roybal-Allard Swett Wyden 
Rush Swift Wynn 
Sabo Synar Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING-8 
Conyers McDermott Yates 
Kaptur Neal (NC) Young (AK) 
Matsui Vucanovlch 

D 1739 
The Clerk announced the following 

pair: 
On this vote: 
Mrs. Vucanovich for, with Mr. Yates 

against. 

Messrs. SABO, GREENWOOD, 
BLUTE, SHAW, and FAZIO changed 
their vote from "aye" to "no." 

Mr. BOEHNER and Mr. HORN 
changed their vote from " no" to "aye." 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

D 1740 
The CHAIRMAN pro tempo re (Mr. 

DURBIN). It is now in order to consider 
amendment No. 3 printed in House Re
port 103-223. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. SCHROEDER 
Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN pro tempo re. The 

Clerk will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mrs. SCHROEDER: 

Strike out sections 231 and 232 (page 53, line 
10, through page 54, line 15) and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 
SEC. 231. THEATER MISSILE DEFENSE INITIA

TIVE. 

(a) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994.-0f the 
amounts appropriated pursuant to section 
201 or otherwise made available to the De
partment of Defense for research, develop
ment, test, and evaluation for fiscal year 
1994, not more than $1,228,400,000 may be obli
gated for activities of the Theater Missile 
Defense Initiative. 

(b) REPORT.-When the President's budget 
for fiscal year 1995 is submitted to Congress 
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United 

States Code, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit
tees a report-

(1) setting forth the allocation by the Sec
retary of funds appropriated for the Theater 
Missile Defense Initiative for fiscal year 1994, 
and the proposed allocation of funds for the 
Theater Missile Defense Initiative for fiscal 
year 1995, shown for each program, project, 
and activity; and 

(2) describing an updated master plan for 
the Theater Missile Defense Initiative that 
includes (A) a detailed consideration of plans 
for theater and tactical missile defense doc
trine, training, tactics, and force structure, 
and (B) a detailed acquisition strategy which 
includes a consideration of acquisition and 
life-cycle costs through the year 2006 for the 
programs, projects, and activities associated 
with the Theater Missile Defense Initiative. 
SEC. 232. BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE ORGANI-

ZATION FUNDING. 
(a) TOTAL AMOUNT.-Of the amounts appro

priated pursuant to section 201 or otherwise 
made available to the Department of Defense 
for research, development, test, and evalua
tion for fiscal year 1994, not more than 
$1,160,000,000 may be obligated for the Ballis
tic Missile Defense Organization. 

(b) SPECIFIC AMOUNTS FOR THE PROGRAM 
ELEMENTS.-Of the amount described in sub
section (a)-

(1) not more than $761,800,000 shall be avail
able for programs, projects, and activities 
within the Limited Defense System program 
element; 

(2) no funds shall be available for pro
grams, projects, and activities within the 
Space-Based Interceptors program element; 

(3) not more than $97,200,000 shall be avail
able for programs, projects, and · activities 
within the Other Follow-On Systems pro
gram element, none of which shall be avail
able for Brilliant Pebbles; and 

(4) not more than $301,000,000 shall be avail
able for programs, projects, and activities 
within the Research and Support Activities 
program element (including the Small Busi
ness Innovation Research program and the 
Small Business Technology Transfer pro
gram). 

At the end of section 1302 (page 364, after 
line 12), insert the following new subsection: 

(d) ADDITIONAL FUNDS.-The amounts pro
vided in subsection (a) and in subsection 
(b)(2) are each hereby increased by 
$229,048,000, to be available (in addition to 
amounts provided pursuant to section 1311) 
for activities of the Department of Defense 
under chapter 148 of title 10, United States 
Code, and section 2197 of such title. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Pursu
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Colorado [Mrs. SCHROEDER] will be rec
ognized for 5 minutes, and a Member 
opposed will be recognized for 5 min
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle
woman from Colorado [Mrs. SCHROE
DER]. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the right to close the debate on 
my amendment if that is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 
gentlewoman from Colorado is entitled 
to close the debate. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. HEFLEY]. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. SAXTON]. 

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to this amendment which I 

would refer to as what in my opinion is 
a dangerous amendment, perhaps more 
dangerous than the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. 
DELLUMS] because I suppose it has a 
real chance of passing. 

Mr. Chairman, Secretary Aspin has 
pointed out that defense, missile de
fense, is a problem that we need to deal 
with here and now because it is a clear 
and present danger. It is, in fact, a 
clear and present danger in the Middle 
East. It is a clear and present danger 
today in the Far East, and it is a clear 
and present danger from the former So
viet republics where there is so much 
instability and unrest. 

Now I know that those of my col
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
who may be inclined to support this 
amendment may have a tough time un
derstanding or accepting arguments 
that we have made throughout the day 
or throughout the afternoon today rel
ative to these issues. But let me just 
suggest that there are many and very 
important places on their side of the 
aisle who feel much as we do. Let me 
quote, for example, from the office of 
the Under Secretary of Defense, John 
Deutsch. Mr. Chairman, Under Sec
retary Deutsch writes to the chairman 
and says: 

When you take the fiscal year 1994 defense 
authorization bill to the House floor, I urge 
you to support the funding level approved by 
the Senate Armed Services Committee. 

That level, of course, is $3.4 billion, 
and I also can quote from something 
Secretary of Defense Aspin said when 
unveiling the bottom-up review. Basi
cally what he asserted is: 

What we have here is a near-term problem 
of theater ballistic missile threats to the 
United States, our allies, our friends and 
American forces stationed around the world. 
That's here and now. That starts from Iraq. 
That we saw in Desert Storm. That is a near
term threat right here and now. 

Mr. Chairman, I fully agree with Sec
retary Aspin, and I hope you do, too. 
The theater missile threat is here and 
now. This amendment puts a damper 
on our ability to say that we will de
velop a defense for this threat at any 
time in the near future. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, let me just say, to put 
this in perspective, if we want to get 
back to where the committee felt we 
ought to be, that is not the Schroeder 
amendment. That approach was re
jected in markup. I say to my col
leagues, if you want to sustain the po
sition of the committee, you vote no on 
this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. SPRATT]. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The 
gentleman from South Carolina is rec
ognized for 2112 minutes. 

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
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HEFLEY] for yielding this time to me 
because what this allows me to do is 
speak on behalf of an amendment that 
I offered in committee. In committee, 
Mr. Chairman, I offered an amendment 
which would restore $255 million to the 
$1 billion that had been cut off the ad
ministration's request for ballistic 
missile defense. To review the bidding 
quickly and briefly, the Bush adminis
tration would have sought this year 
$6.3 billion for all of the basket of pro
grams called ballistic missile defense. 
The Aspin-Clinton budget cut that to 
3.8 billion. Our committee cut it to 2 
billion. But when it came from sub
committee, Mr. Chairman, it was at 
about 2.8 billion, and the gentlewoman 
from Colorado [Mrs. SCHROEDER] would 
take it back to 2.8 billion. We, however, 
saw fit in committee to raise it by $250 
million for two purposes. 

Primarily what we wanted to do, Mr. 
Chairman, was to restore money so we 
could fully fund THAAD and so that we 
could fully fund GBI, the ground-based 
interceptor, at the level the adminis
tration had requested. Now I think 
there has been consensus throughout 
this debate from general debate to 
every amendment that has been offered 
that we want to fund and go forward 
with the theater based ballistic defense 
system. These are important because if 
there is any lesson learned from the 
Persian Gulf, it is that we want to 
intercept and destroy incoming mis
siles over enemy territory. 

Mr. Chairman, I am addressing the 
cut in the THAAD program that this 
particular amendment might affect, 
and I say if any lesson is learned from 
the Persian Gulf, it is that we want to 
intercept incoming missiles, but pref
erably we want to intercept them as 
far in .enemy territory as possible, not 
over Riyadh and not over territories 
like our own troops, and not over Tel 
Aviv, but over enemy territory higher 
up and farther out, and that is the pur
pose of THAAD, to give us a capability 
that clearly we need and clearly was 
shown to be critical lacking in the Pa
triot in the Persian Gulf theater, and I 
think there has been consensus out 
here on the floor. So, when the bill 
came before us in committee, Mr. 
Chairman, I offered an amendment 
which would restore THAAD or at least 
give us enough money in the bill to 
fully accommodate the requests for the 
theater high altitude intercept system 
known as THAAD. 

D 1750 
That is $125 million, not a lot of 

money in the total context of this bill. 
Mr. Chairman, in addition, we asked 

for another $125 to $130 million so that 
we could fully fund the request of 
about $230 million for the ground based 
interceptor. 

Now, what is the ground based inter
ceptor, the so-called GBI? The GBI, in 
truth, is all that is left, all that re
mains of the strategic defense. 

Now, there is the ballistic missile de
fense system communication system, 
sensors, radars, test beds, all the ancil
lary equipment that is funded here, 
with a lot of other technology develop
ment programs. But the central key 
component is the GBI. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
would simply restore funding for the 
GBI and for the THAAD. I think there 
has been agreement out here on the 
floor that the THAAD deserves to be 
fully funded. That is all the bill would 
allow, and this amendment would pro
hibit that. 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of my amendment to re
duce funding of the Ballistic Missile 
Defense Program to $2.8 billion, the 
same amount as reported by the Sub
committee on Research and Tech
nology. 

U.S. plans for ballistic missile de
fense have been in an almost constant 
state of flux since the strategic defense 
initiative was announced in 1983. As re
ported by the GAO, through 1993 the 
United States will have spent $30.4 bil
lion on the program. The efficient pur
suit of research and development in the 
program has been thwarted by fre
quently changing program objectives 
and the executive branch making plans 
and starting projects on the basis of 
unrealistic and overly optimistic fund
ing requests and schedules through fis
cal year 1993. It's time to end that lack 
of realism in the Ballistic Missile De
fense Program. 

Under the Clinton administration, 
priorities for the Ballistic Missile De
fense Program have been changed. Ini
tially, the change in priorities were re
flected by freezing the administration's 
budget request at the fiscal year 1993 
appropriation level-$3.8 billion-pend
ing the results of the bottom up re
view. While this funding level does rep
resent a major change from the opti
mistic requests of the past, I would 
note that the budget request was devel
oped early this year, shortly after the 
administration took office, and well 
before the results of the bottom up re
view were announced. In short, it was 
an interim, but timely, step toward re
alism in the Ballistic Missile Defense 
Program. 

The House Armed Services Research 
and Technology Subcommittee, which I 
chair, recommended funding ballistic 
missile defense at $2.8 billion during 
fiscal year 1994. This plan was also de
veloped from the bottom up in antici
pation of the results of the administra
tion's bottom up review. 

The plan followed the principles for 
the BMD Program which are reflected 
in the full committee report: 

Priority to theater missile defense 
over national missile defense. 

Priority to those systems that can be 
deployed sooner rather than later. 

Priority to those systems which are 
critical to meeting agreed objectives 

over those that augment or modestly 
improve on existing or planned sys
tems. 

The country can no longer afford 
large numbers of systems with overlap
ping capabilities. Tough choices must 
be made. 

Programs should not be funded in fis
cal year 1994 that cannot be funded 
adequately in future years. 

Higher priority to systems that are 
in compliance with the Anti-Ballistic 
Missile Treaty, over those that pose se
rious problems with treaty provisions. 

The subcommittee plan that is re
flected in this amendment provides a 
Ballistic Missile Defense Program 
which meets administration priorities: 

It funds the administration's critical 
"core" theater missile defense pro
grams. 

By reducing funding in fiscal year 
1994 below the budget request, it forces 
selection of the most cost-effective and 
critical early deployable systems, 
eliminating overlapping capabilities. 

It supports a prudent level of re
search and development required to de
velop technology for a national missile 
defense. 

It eliminates funding for non-ABM 
Treaty-complaint systems. 

It avoids investment in fiscal year 
1994 in marginal programs that will not 
be affordable in future budgets. 

It frees $229 million for the tech
nology reinvestment project. The TRP, 
the keystone to our conversion pro
gram, has attracted nearly 3,000 appli
cants, from all parts of the country, re
questing over $8 billion in Government 
matched funds. 

During full committee markup, the 
Research and Technology Subcommit
tee recommendation was amended to 
raise the total authorized for the Bal
listic Missile Defense Program to $3.084 
million, and to combine the separate 
program elements into a single pro
gram element to provide maximum 
flexibility to the administration in 
adapting the program to the results of 
the bottom up review. 

The bottom up review has now been 
completed and did not speak to the fis
cal year 1994 budget request. As will be 
seen, however, a funding level of $3.1 
billion for fiscal year 1994 cannot be 
justified in light of the reduction pro
posed in the program for the period fis
cal year 1995 through fiscal year 1999. 

Last week, as a part of his briefing 
on the bottom up review, Secretary 
Aspin announced a Ballistic Missile 
Defense Program which would total $18 
billion over the fiscal year 1995 through 
fiscal year 1999 period. Of that total $3 
billion would be for development of 
technology for national missile de
fense-including the Brilliant Eyes 
Program-$3 billion for support and re
search in other technologies, and $12 
billion for theater missile defense. 

These totals represent level funding 
of approximately $3.6 billion per year 
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for the Ballistic Missile Defense Pro
gram during the period: $600 million 
per year for national missile defense, 
$600 million for support and other tech
nology, and $2.4 billion for theater mis
sile defense, including procurement. 

A more realistic approach to research 
and development, however, is to as
sume level funding at a sustained level 
of effort for technology development 
and a realistic, modest funding ramp of 
perhaps 15 percent in the Theater Mis
sile Defense Program. This would lead 
to a TMD Program increasing from ap
proximately $1.8 billion in fiscal year 
1995 to approximately $3.0 billion in fis
cal year 1999 and stay with the totals 
projected by Secretary Aspin. 

Extending the ramp back to fiscal 
year 1994 would lead to a fiscal year 
1994 funding requirement of $1.5 million 
for TMD, and a total of $2. 7 million 
overall for the Ballistic Missile Defense 
Program. In fact, the Research and 
Technology Subcommittee rec
ommended an overall funding level of 
approximately $2.8 million for the Bal
listic Missile Defense Program in fiscal 
year 1994. 

Quite frankly, funding in excess of 
this level would be wasted as the pro
gram is farced to ramp down from the 
fiscal year 1993 funding level to ·the 
level projected for fiscal year 1995 and 
beyond. Failure to do this would result 
in a program which would inevitably 
grow beyond the total funding for the 
period that Secretary Aspin projected. 

In the bottom up review, the Clinton 
administration has taken significant 
steps to put the Ballistic Missile De
fense Program on a sound, rational, 
and prudent basis with the focus where 
it needs to be-on development and 
fielding a theater missile defense, on 
making the hard choices, and on avoid
ing investment in marginal tech
nologies which will not be affordable in 
the long term and will not contribute 
to the defense of U.S. soldiers, sailors, 
airmen, and marines in the short term. 

I believe the Research and Tech
nology Subcommittee anticipated the 
results of the bottom up review and hit 
the nail squarely on the head when we 
recommended a funding level of $2.8 
million for the Ballistic Missile De
fense Program in the fiscal year 1994 
budget. The results of the bottom up 
review announced last week bear this 
out. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge you and our 
colleagues to vote for this amendment 
and affirm the results of the bottom up 
review on ballistic missile defense in 
the fiscal year 1994 defense budget re
quest. 

The CHAIRMAN pro tempo re (Mr. 
DURBIN). The question is on the amend
ment offered by the gentlewoman from 
Colorado [Mrs. SCHROEDER]. 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de

vice, and there were-ayes 202, noes 227, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Andrews (ME) 
Baesler 
Barca 
Barcia 
Barlow 
Barrett (WI) 
Becerra 
Bellenson 
Berman 
Bllbray 
Blackwell 
Bon tor 
Bors kt 
Boucher 
Brown (CA) 
Brown (OH) 
Bryant 
Byrne 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carr 
Clay 
Clayton 
Coble 
Coll1ns (IL) 
Coll1ns (Ml) 
Condit 
Coyne 
Danner 
de Lugo (VI) 
DeFazto 
DeLauro 
Dellums 
Deutsch 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Dooley 
Durbin 
Edwards (CAl 
Edwards (TX) 
Engel 
Engllsh (AZ) 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Faleomavaega 

(ASl 
Farr 
Fields (LA) 
F!lner 
Fingerhut 
Fish 
Flake 
Fogl!etta 
Ford (Ml) 
Ford (TN) 
Frank (MA) 
Furse 
Gejdenson 
Gephardt 
Gibbons 
Gllchrest 
Gl!ckman 
Gordon 
Grandy 
Green 
Gutierrez 
Hall(OH) 

Allard 
Andrews (NJ) 
Andrews (TX) 
Applegate 
Archer 
Armey 
Bacchus (FL) 
Bachus (AL) 
Baker (CA) 
Baker (LA) 
Ballenger 
Barrett (NE) 

[Roll No. 414) 

AYES-202 
Hamburg 
Ham!lton 
Hastings 
Hefner 
H1111ard 
Hinchey 
Hochbrueckner 
Holden 
Hughes 
Ins lee 
Jacobs 
Jefferson 
Johnson <SD) 
Johnson , E.B. 
Johnston 
Kanjorskl 
Kennedy 
Kennelly 
Klldee 
Kleczka 
Klein 
Kllnk 
Klug 
Kopetskl 
Kreidler 
LaFalce 
Lambert 
Lantos 
Lazio 
Leach 
Lehman 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lowey 
Maloney 
Manton 
Margolles-

Mezv!nsky 
Markey 
Martinez 
Matsui 
McCloskey 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Menendez 
Mfume 
M1ller (CA) 
Mlneta 
Minge 
Mink 
Moakley 
Moran 
Morella 
Murphy 
Nadler 
Natcher 
Neal (MAJ 
Norton (DC) 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne (NJ) 
Pe lost 

NOES-227 

Bartlett 
Barton 
Bateman 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Bev111 
Blllrakls 
Bishop 
Billey 
Blute 
Boehlert 
Boehner 

Penny 
Peterson (MN) 
Pickle 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Ridge 
Roemer 
Romero-Barcelo 

(PR) 
Rose 
Rostenkowskl 
Roth 
Roukema 
Rush 
Sabo 
Sanders 
Sangme!ster 
Santorum 
Sawyer 
Schenk 
Schroeder 
Schumer 
Serrano 
Sharp 
Shays 
Shepherd 
Skaggs 
Skelton 
Slattery 
Slaughter 
Snowe 
Stark 
Stokes 
Strickland 
Studds 
Stupak 
Swett 
Swift 
Synar 
Thompson 
Thurman 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traftcant 
Tucker 
Underwood (GU) 
Unsoeld 
Upton 
Velazquez 
Vento 
Volkmer 
Washington 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wheat 
Whitten 
W1111ams 
Wise 
Woolsey 
Wyden 
Wynn 

Bon1lla 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Browder 
Brown (FLl 
Bunning 
Burton 
Buyer 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canady 

Castle 
Chapman 
Clement 
C!lnger 
Clyburn 
Coleman 
Coll!ns (GA) 
Combest 
Cooper 
Coppersm! th 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crapo 
Cunningham 
Darden 
de la Garza 
Deal 
De Lay 
Derrick 
Diaz-Balart 
Dickey 
Dicks 
Doollttle 
Dornan 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emerson 
Engllsh (OK> 
Everett 
Ewing 
Fawell 
Fazio 
Fields (TX) 
Fowler 
Franks (CT> 
Franks (NJ) 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Geren 
G1llmor 
Gllman 
Gingrich 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Goodl!ng 
Goss 
Grams 
Greenwood 
Gunderson 
Hall(TX) 
Hancock 
Hansen 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hoagland 
Hobson 

Conyers 
Kaptur 
Lloyd 

Hoekstra 
Hoke 
Horn 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Huff!ngton 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hutto 
Hyde 
Inglls 
Inhofe 
Is took 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, Sam 
Kast ch 
Kim 
King 
Kingston 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Ky! 
Lancaster 
LaRocco 
Laughlln 
Levy 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (FL) 
Lightfoot 
Linder 
Livingston 
Long 
Machtley 
Mann 
Manzullo 
Mazzo I! 
McCandless 
McColl um 
McCrery 
Mccurdy 
Mc Dade 
McHale 
McHugh 
Mclnnts 
McKean 
McM1llan 
Meek 
Meyers 
Mica 
Michel 
M!ller (FL) 
Mol!nar! 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moorhead 
Murtha 
Ortiz 
Orton 
Oxley 
Packard 
Parker 
Paxon 
Payne (VA) 

NOT VOTING-9 
McDermott 
Myers 
Neal (NC) 

D 1817 

Peterson (FL> 
Petr! 
Pickett 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Po shard 
Pryce (OH) 
Qu111en 
Quinn 
Ramstad 
Ravenel 
Regula 
Richardson 
Roberts 
Rogers 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rowland 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Sarpallus 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schiff 
Scott 
Sensenbrenner 
Shaw 
Shuster 
Slslsky 
Skeen 
Smith (IA) 
Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (0Rl 
Smith (TX) 
Solomon 
Spence 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Talent 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Tejeda 
Thomas (CAl 
Thomas (WY) 
Thornton 
Torklldsen 
Valentine 
Vtsclosky 
Walker 
Walsh 
Weldon 
Wllson 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 
Zel!ff 
Zimmer 

Vucanov!ch 
Yates 
Young (AK) 

The Clerk announced the following 
pair: 

On this vote: 
Ms. Kaptur for, with Mrs. Vucanovich 

against. 
Mr. COLEMAN and Mr. CHAPMAN 

changed their vote from "aye" to "no." 
Mr. GEJDENSON and Mr. HUGHES 

changed their vote from "no" to "aye." 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Mr. EVERETI. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

strong opposition to both the Dellums and 
Schroeder amendments that would reduce 
funding to the already pared-down Ballistic 
Missile Defense Program. The cold war may 
be over, but roughly 30,000 nuclear warheads 
are sitting in the Republics of the former So
viet Union. As a matter of fact, a recent threat 
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assessment by CIA analyst Larry Gershwin in
dicates that Russia will continue to develop 
new or follow-on ballistic missile systems, in
cluding a road mobile ICBM, a silo-based 
ICBM and a submarine-launched ballistic mis
sile. Let's not forget that China also has the 
capability to strike the United States with bal
listic missiles, and plans further developments 
that will include a new mobile ICBM and ballis
tic missile submarine. 

The BMD Program has already suffered sig
nificant reductions from the administration, fol
lowed by even further cuts in this bill as re
ported out by the Committee on Armed Serv
ices. Any further decrements to the funding of 
this strategic defense program will cripple this 
Nation's ability to deploy a missile defense 
system. This is the wrong signal to send to the 
international community. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support the 
Hefley amendment, but at a minimum, to sup
port the committee position for a reasonable 
and prudent path to a deployable missile de
fense system. 

Ms. SCHENK. Mr. Chairman. I rise today to 
express my support for H.R. 2401. The bill 
which we have before us today is very dif
ferent from those Congress has considered in 
the past. This Defense authorization legislation 
not only provides for our national defense, it 
begins to tackle the difficult transition from a 
cold war economy. I commend Chairman DEL
LUMS and the members of the committee from 
both sides of the aisle for their hard work. 

As you know, my State of California is fac
ing an economic crisis in large part due to re
ductions in defense spending. Some estimate 
that 40 percent of the civilian and military jobs 
lost due to defense retrenchment will be in 
California. It is essential that this Congress ad
dresses this critical transition, and I believe 
that H.R. 2401 takes important steps to do 
that. 

This legislation authorizes $2.7 billion fund
ing for defense conversion, reinvestment, and 
transition assistance including $575 million for 
the technology reinvestment project. The TAP, 
which was first authorized in last year's bill, 
has already proved to be a significant stimulus 
for ideas and projects designed to take de
fense technologies and convert them to civil
ian purposes. From California alone, the De
fense Technology Conversion Council has re
ceived over 500 proposals. 

Although it is clear that this year's $471 mil
lion appropriation level and next year's $575 
million cannot fund all the worthy proposals, 
we must recognize the remarkable creativity 
that the TAP has inspired. The $575 million is 
$300 million more than the administration's 
original request. I regret that we will not fund 
the TAP at a higher level, and I hope that the 
evident success of the TAP will result in sig
nificant future funding. 

In addition to increased funding, H.R. 2401 
makes some important changes in the TAP 
program. The bill allows for flexibility by au
thorizing $200 million in discretionary funding 
for TAP projects. 

H.R. 2401 also recommends certain areas 
of technological focus. Included in these areas 
are two of particular interest to me and to San 
Diego. 

The first, marine biotechnology, is important 
to the California economy and will help the de-

velopment and deployment of technologies 
which will help form a new industrial base for 
the United States. Biotechnology will open 
new avenues for monitoring the environment 
and treating disease, provide innovative tech
niques to restore and protect aquatic 
ecosystems, increase the food supply through 
aquaculture, enhance seafood safety and 
quality, and develop new types and sources of 
industrial materials and processes. 

Second, H.R. 2401 identifies earthquake-re
sistant bridge composite technology. This 
technology adapts lightweight composite mate
rials developed for defense applications for 
use as construction materials which can with
stand much greater seismic stresses than ma
terials in current use. The prospects for this 
composite technology are certainly of great. in
terest in California, but its application is not re
stricted to earthquake-prone areas. Some ex
perts suggest that bridges constructed of com
posite materials could theoretically include 20-
mile spans. One composite materials project 
of national scope is centered at the University 
of California, San Diego. If successful, re
search on the UCSD bridge project could cre
ate a new multibillion dollar industry based on 
designer materials with properties and per
formance tailored to specific applications. 

H.R. 2401 also includes an important new 
program to sustain and reinvigorate our do
mestic, commercial shipbuilding industry. 
American shipbuilders took up a previous ad
ministration's projection of a 600-ship Navy 
and have concentrated their efforts on military 
construction for the past 12 years. As a con
sequence, the industry is not now competitive 
in world commercial markets, and it is not 
structured to become competitive because it 
has been isolated from the international mar
ket. 

This legislation adopts an initiative which 
couples technological development and the 
availability of capital under title XI of the Mer
chant Marine Act in order to create incentives 
for the industry to build commercial ships and 
offset the declining shipbuilding orders on the 
Navy. The bill authorizes $200 million to be 
transferred from the Department of Defense to 
the Maritime Administration for loan guaran
tees and shipyard modernization loans. The 
bill also directs the Secretary of Defense to 
establish a Maritime Science and Technology 
office within the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency to conduct shipbuilding manufacturing 
and related technology investigations to sup
port the industry. 

Mr. Chairman, there are many other impor
tant provisions in this legislation that address 
the problems faced by cities, like San Diego, 
which are impacted by military and defense in
dustry retrenchment. I don't have time to enu
merate them all. Let me say that overall this 
is a good bill. It is an important bill, and it 
moves us in a responsible way toward the 
transition to an economy less dependent on 
defense expenditures. I urge my colleagues' 
support for H.R. 2401. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
According, the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker pro tempore . (Mr. BACCHUS 
of Florida) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. DURBIN, Chairman of the Cammi t-

tee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union, reported that the Commit
tee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 2401) to authorize appro
priations for fiscal year 1994 for mili
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, to prescribe military person
nel strengths for fiscal year 1994, and 
for other purposes, had come to no res
olution thereon. 

WITHDRAWAL OF NAME OF MEM
BER AS COSPONSOR OF H.J. RES. 
117 AND H.R. 634 

Mr. DOOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw my 
name as a cosponsor of House Joint 
Resolution 117 and H.R. 634. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

CUTTING THE SIZE OF 
GOVERNMENT 

(Mr. HORN asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, President 
Clinton and Vice President GORE have 
somehow stumbled onto a novel, bril
liant idea-cutting down the size of 
government. If you are asking your
selves why Republicans did not think 
of this first, you have been living in a 
cave for the last several decades. 

Republicans have pleaded, cajoled, 
begged, and demanded that the Demo
cratic majority in this Congress reduce 
the size of government. Those pleas fell 
on deaf ears. 

I hope the President is more success
ful with his friends here on Capitol Hill 
than the rest of us have been. But I re
main a bit skeptical. After all, the 
Rules Cammi ttee where the Demo
cratic Party has a 9-to-4 voting major
ity, turned down twice the freeze pro
posal backed by a number of us in this 
Chamber. If adopted, the freeze on ex
penditures would have cut the size of 
government. It would have also given 

. the President the authority he needs to 
do the job. He does not have that now. 

Mr. Speaker, if the Democrats are se
rious about cutting the size of govern
ment, they will spend the next 3 
months cutting Federal spending. Let 
us hope the President keeps this prom
ise. 

I include for the RECORD the relevant 
sections and the cosponsors of H.R. 
1099. 

H.R. 1099 was introduced by Mr. Horn and 
include as cosponsors Gingrich, Armey, 
Hyde, McCollum, DeLay, Burton, Blute, 
Crapo, Doolittle, Fowler, Grams, Greenwood, 
Herger, Houghton, Hutchinson, Inhofe, 
Knollenberg, Lewis (CA), Machtley, Schae
fer, Smith (Ml), Talent, Torkildsen, and 
Zeliff. 
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Programs exempted from the freeze in ver

sions presented to the Committee on Rules 
by Messrs. Burton and Horn were: Social Se
curity, Medicare, civil and military retire
ments, Head Start, and interest on the na
tional debt. 

Proposed level of cuts were 2.5% from FY93 
appropriations and 5.0% from the FY94 and 
FY95 appropriations. Last version presented 
included a cap of plus 2.0%. That amendment 
was also rejected. 

Proposed flexibility for the President as 
stated in R.R. 1099: 

Section 2. Across-the-board sequestration 
of federal spending-

(b) Applicability.-
(3) Flexibility with respect to certain ac

counts.-The President may, with respect to 
any account, exempt that account from se
questration or provide for a lower uniform 
percentage reduction than would otherwise 
apply. But to the extent the President exer
cises authority under the preceding sen
tence, the applicable uniform percentage re
duction necessary to carry out subsection (a) 
[the provisions for sequestration] shall be in
creased for all other non-exempt accounts. In 
no case shall the uniform percentage reduc
tion for a fiscal year exceed by more than 10 
percentage points the lower uniform percent
age reduction for that fiscal year provided by 
the President for any account* * *. 

LEGALIZED GAMBLING IN D.C. IS 
A REAL LOSER 

(Mr. WOLF asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks and include extraneous mate
rial.) 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, when Mem
bers were away from Washington, DC, 
over the summer district work period, 
the Washington Post and Washington 
Times reported that D.C. Mayor Shar
on Pratt Kelly will soon make a deci
sion whether to bring casino gambling 
to Washington. In fact, this decision 
may come sooner than anyone could 
have realized because the Mayor has 
apparently put the proposal on the fast 
track. Assistant City Administrator 
George Brown has asked lottery offi
cials to study this initiative, he and 
other city officials have visited New 
Orleans to learn about Louisiana's re
cent decision to allow casino gambling 
in the French Quarter. and they plan 
on continuing their information-gath
ering in Reno later this month. Mayor 
Kelly has also assembled a panel of 
local business people to advise her on 
the merits of this proposal. I am op
posed to bringing casino gambling to 
the District, and will offer a motion of 
disapproval if this plan gets the green 
light from the District government. 

Let me say from the outset that it is 
with sincere reluctance that I rise in 
opposition to Mayor Kelly's proposal to 
bring casino gambling to Washington. I 
support the current home rule for the 
District and respect the Mayor's pre
rogative as the popularly elected top 
executive of D.C. to make decisions 
and recommendations regarding the 
fiscal operations of the city. Further-

more, I respect the Mayor's desire to 
bring some semblance of fiscal sanity 
and security to the District. I also ap
preciate her desire to create job oppor
tunities and broaden D.C.'s tax base to 
help the less fortunate of the city. Re
gardless of her good intentions, how
ever, I must respectfully disagree that 
bringing casino gambling to D.C. will 
help ameliorate the District's financial 
troubles and, therefore, must publicly 
take issue with this proposal. 

My opposition to casino gambling in 
the District arises from my concern 
that it will detrimentally affect the en
tire Washington Metropolitan Area. I 
have worked on many initiatives over 
the years that have benefited the re
gion. I have worked to appropriate the 
necessary funding for Metro. I have 
joined with area leaders on initiatives 
to improve Beltway safety. I was part 
of the effort of many interested citi
zens in creating a locally controlled 
airports authority. These initiatives 
have improved the quality of life for 
those who live in the District, subur
ban Maryland, and northern Virginia. 
Because I represent a part of the Wash
ington community, I must oppose any 
initiative that I believe will be destruc
tive to the entire region, and not just 
Washington. If this proposal were being 
made in Virginia, I would oppose it 
also. 

Mr. Speaker, Mayor Kelly and other 
supporters of casino gambling argue 
that gaming will bring new jobs to D.C. 
residents, increase the tax base, and 
generally revitalize a staggering econ
omy. City officials believe gambling 
can be used as a tool of economic de
velopment and as a means of financing 
a proposed $500 million convention cen
ter. The scenario goes something like 
this: Build casinos and they will 
corrie-come dump millions of dollars 
into the D.C. economy, provide thou
sands of jobs to otherwise unemployed 
Washingtonians, fill the D.C. coffers, 
and revitalize the dilapidated neighbor
hoods of this proud city. Recall the old 
maxim: If something sounds too good 
to be true, it probably is. I am con
cerned that this proposal is indeed too 
good to be true. Columnist William 
Raspberry recently wrote, 

[M]y real concern, though, is that Mayor 
Kelly and the residents of the District will 
succumb to the idea of windfall as panacea 
and, like too many lottery winners, wind up 
deeper in debt and utterly dependent on the 
annual lottery check. 

Casino gambling won't be the cure
all many hope it will be, but rather 
could wind up being a bitter pill with 
serious side effects. 

The hopes of D.C. officials are similar 
to those shared by Chicago Mayor 
Daley, Louisiana Governor Edwards, 
and other State and local officials who 
believe that gambling will be a painless 
remedy for their urban troubles. Their 
judgment is clouded by the same lure 
of easy money which plagues the ad-

dieted gambler. Instead of bringing 
more jobs, increased tax revenues, and 
economic development, casino gam
bling may threaten the very tourist in
dustry officials predict would be en
hanced, and attract organized crime. 

One need only examine the experi
ence of Atlantic City, NJ, to realize 
that the promise of easy money, jobs, 
and urban renewal is wishful thinking. 
In 1976, casino gambling was sold to 
voters of Atlantic City as an urban re
newal device. Seventeen years later, 
the promises of urban renewal are still 
that-promises. 

A number of studies have attempted 
to identify the socioeconomic pluses 
and minuses of casino gambling in At
lantic City. The preponderance of these 
studies have concluded that casino 
gambling has contributed greater so
cial and economic costs than benefits 
to the city. Paul Teske and Bela Sur, 
researchers from SUNY-Stoney Brook 
and the University of Nebraska at Lin
coln, have concluded that the quality 
of life of Atlantic City residents has 
not materially improved. 

The economic benefits have not spread be
yond the casinos; the anticipated "multiplier 
effect" has not moved much beyond the core 
industry. Many local residents are still poor 
and unemployed, half the population still re
ceives public assistance, and city services 
continue to be substandard. Social problems, 
including increased crime and prostitution, 
are worse than ever. Since most people hold
ing the better casino jobs live in Atlantic 
City suburbs, they contribute little directly 
to the city. 

One must ask why would Washing
ton, D.C.'s experience with gambling be 
any different from that of Atlantic 
City? The facts are in and the conclu
sions drawn are clear-there are more 
detrimental effects than positive ones. 

The hidden social costs of casino 
gambling which plague Atlantic City 
may very well occur in Washington, 
DC. Criminals, particularly those asso
ciated with organized crime, are well 
known to be involved in gambling as 
part of their racketeering efforts. Orga
nized crime is associated with gam
bling because of the huge amounts of 
cash involved which makes it an easy 
target of money launderers. Drug 
money, extortion money, and prostitu
tion money can all be laundered 
through such operations. Also, orga
nized crime has infiltrated the labor 
unions at many casinos. In fact, in the 
early 1980's, the Justice Department 
frustrated organized crime's involve
ment with the Hotel and Restaurant 
International Union Local 54 in Atlan
tic City by forcing it to accept Federal 
supervision. Washington has enough of 
a crime problem without luring orga
nized crime into the city to infiltrate 
gambling establishments. 

Not only does D.C. have more crime 
than it can deal with already, but it 
also has limited resources with which 
to deal with the crime problem. Be
cause of the crime problem associated 
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with casino gambling, regulatory agen
cies in New Jersey spend $59 million 
annually to monitor Atlantic City 's ca
sinos. This is a hidden cost that New 
Jersey never counted on. In 1992, the 
Wall Street Journal reported that since 
1976, Atlantic City 's police budget has 
tripled to $24 million while the local 
population has decreased 20 percent. It 
is well known that Washington's seri
ous crime epidemic is already straining 
city police resources. How can the city 
possibly consider bringing casinos into 
a situation where criminals run ramp
ant and the crime problems that al
ready exist cannot be controlled? 

Another hidden cost of casino gam
bling is the proliferation of compulsive 
or pathological gamblers. Addictive 
gambling is socially and economically 
disruptive. Instead of spending money 
on food, clothing, or an education for 
his or her family, the pathological 
gambler will forgo his or her respon
sibilities and risk it all in the casinos. 
Families, already strained by other 
mounting economic burdens, don't 
need the destructive pressures that a 
compulsive gambler brings to bear at 
home. As Diane M.B. Savage, former 
blackjack dealer and now Washington 
lawyer, writes in a column in the 
Washington Post: 

Players just came with whatever money 
they thought they could " afford" to lose and 
wound up losing much more than that. It 
was a vicious cycle-losing made players bet 
more so they could have a chance to win, and 
winning made them bet more too. The only 
real winner was the casino. [A] casino exists 
to take money in as quickly as possible, to 
always make room for another sucker at the 
table. 

We should not be encouraging such 
destructive behavior, but rather should 
encourage the breadwinner to take his 
or her paycheck home Friday evening 
to spend on the family 's needs-not to 
lose it to the heartless roulette wheel 
or craps table. 

Particularly troubling is the use of 
casinos by those under 18. The Atlantic 
City Gamble reported that between 
May and July 1981, Atlantic City casi
nos turned 41,000 minors away from 
their doors, and 10,000 minors were es
corted off the casino floors. Who knows 
how many remained on the floor 
through their use of fraudulent identi
fication? Parents and officials know 
how difficult it is to keep teenagers 
from illegally purchasing alcohol. Now 
parents will have to worry about their 
sons and daughters leaving their homes 
in Reston, McLean, Arlington, Silver 
Spring, or Bethesda to waste their 
money in the casinos of D.C. 

The Atlantic City Gamble also re
ported that in a study of Atlantic City 
high school students, 72 percent admit
ted to gambling in casinos, a quarter 
admitting to gambling often. Doesn't 
D.C. have enough problems with tru
ants, drop-outs, low test scores, and vi
olence in the schools without creating 
a group of young, compulsive gam-

blers? Gambling is just another of the 
many mounting pressures that will be 
brought to bear on the gullible, inexpe
rienced teenager. If the gambling teen 
gets in over his head, you can be sure 
the loan shark will enforce the rules of 
delinquent payment. 

Additionally, casino gambling in At
lantic City is no longer as profitable as 
it once was, which leads to extreme 
competition to keep casinos in the 
black. This necessarily leads one to the 
inevitable conclusion that the city gov., 
ernment will not reap the financial 
benefits that it generously predicts. In 
1988, 7 of the 12 Atlantic City casinos 
lost money and some faced bankruptcy. 
As the casino industry's financial posi
tion becomes more precarious, indus
try, employee, and government stake
holders have been forced to give more 
power over development decisions to 
the casinos. Needed regulation has 
been dramatically relaxed, which seri
ously calls into question the original 
purpose of allowing gambling into At
lantic City. Indeed, the job of casino 
owners and operators, like other busi
nesses, is first and foremost to turn a 
profit for their investors. It is unrealis
tic to believe that the best interest of 
the city and its residents will be the 
determining factor in running a profit
able casino. If the Washington casinos 
begin to falter, what regulations will 
be relaxed? Perhaps, instead of closing 
down at 2 a.m., casinos would be al
lowed to stay open until 5 a.m. to 
squeeze the last penny out of their pa
trons. Last call will never exist . What 
about bet limits? Many casinos used to 
have them, but, in the quest for the al
mighty dollar, they disappeared with 
the hope of the fast money. 

Also, the cultural make-up of the 
typical gambler has changed. No longer 
are casinos frequented by the James 
Bond type of blacktie, sophisticated 
high-roller. The modern casino, like 
state lotteries, prey on the lower mid
dle-income players who spend hours 
working out with the metallic one
armed bandits which weren't designed 
for high-rollers. Atlantic City has over 
18,000 slot machines ready to eat one 's 
money and dash one 's dreams of a 
huge, effortless payoff. What this new 
gambling culture tends to encourage is 
hermit-like behavior. Gamblers today, 
who generally play the slots or elec
tronic gambling games, are usually 
day-trippers who don' t spend money 
outside of the casino in other res
taurants or shops. Instead they spend 
the day feeding coins into the ma
chines and then leaving in the evening. 
This type of behavior does not benefit 
noncasino business, and could actually 
hurt the local economy. 

Lastly, allowing casino gambling in 
our Nation's capital is totally inappro
priate. Visitors to Washington should 
leave remembering Washington's great 
monuments, buildings, the Kennedy 
Center, the Smithsonian, not rows of 

clanging slot machines gobbling up the 
hard earned money of our citizens. 
When high school students make class 
trips from De Moines, Peoria, or Wich
ita to visit the city, they will have the 
opportunity to visit gambling parlors 
as well as the seat of government. This 
is not the image the "Capital City" 
should project. The city is already try
ing to shake its image as the murder 
capital of the country; I don ' t believe 
it should also be known as the gam
bling capital. 

In conclusion Mr. Speaker, because I 
am concerned about the social and eco
nomic well being of the entire Wash
ington area, I call on the District gov
ernment to abandon this misguided at
tempt to bring casino gambling to the 
nation 's capital. I ask unanimous con
sent to insert into the RECORD at this 
time a recent article by columnist Wil
liam Raspberry who supports this posi
tion as well as the text of two articles 
from the Washington Post Close to 
Home section. 

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 25, 1993] 
CASINOS? SURE, BUT NOT IN WASHINGTON 

(By William Raspberry) 
You can practically see the bright lights in 

Mayor Sharon Pratt Kelly 's eyes, hear the 
clickety-clickety of the roulette wheel echo
ing in her ears, feel the fiscal hope coursing 
through her veins. 

The mayor has found salvation, and she 
spells it c-a-s-i-n-o. 

A short time ago, it was just another 
money-raising scheme to run up the flagpole. 
But then some unlikely people saluted. Vir
ginia's Thomas J. Bliley Jr., the ranking Re
publican on the House District Committee, 
said he wouldn 't interfere with the city's ef
forts to bring casinos here. Public response, 
D.C. officials say, has been running better 
than 2-to-1 pro-casino. Even some of the 
local clergy have been cautiously supportive. 
And now Kelly's tentative idea is taking on 
the air of mission. 

I say it's time for re-mission. Casinos are 
not the answer to the city's financial prob
lems. 

I know it must seem so. Just think of all 
the tourists and conventioneers who will 
leave their money at our casinos. Think of 
all the jobs for dealers and security people 
and technicians. And think of all those love
ly taxes: real estate taxes, business taxes, 
entertainment taxes, liquor taxes, income 
taxes. You can practically see the city's 
budget deficit disappearing before your very 
eyes. 

What I see before my eyes are the incur
sions of crime-organized and disorganized. I 
won ' t say it 's automatic that where legalized 
gambling goes the Mafia soon follows, but 
experience does suggest the likelihood. And 
what seems a certainty is an increase in the 
number of muggings, armed robberies and 
maybe even murders of strangers on the 
street. It's tough enough on visitors who 
only come here to bring the kids and visit 
the monuments. Picture the tipsy casino pa
tron, an improbable winner at the blackjack 
tables, trying to find his way back to his 
hotel. 

Oh, you say, but surely the city would pro
vide pr·otection for casino customers. To 
which I reply : Why can't it provide protec
tion for those of use who live here now? 

Ah, you say, but don 't you see that's the 
whole point? The millions generated by casi
nos would make it possible to hire the extra 
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police officers, install brighter lights, maybe 
even run city-owned jitneys from casino to 
hotel and back again. That's the wonderful 
thing about money. 

No, I say, that's the mind-numbing thing 
about the lure of money. It 's no trouble at 
all to imagine a windfall solving all our 
problems. Ed McMahon calls our name, and 
we burn the mortgage, pay off the credit 
cards and guarantee the children's edu
cation. The debts that have been causing us 
so much stress vanish like a puff of smoke. 
Our worries about our future financial secu
rity evaporate. All clean and legal, with the 
taxes paid. 

In addition to making easier the things we 
were doing already, the windfall also tempts 
us into some things we'd only dreamt about: 
exotic vacations, a bigger home, new cars, 
more generous gifts (the church choir does 
need new robes, you know). And soon you 
start to understand why so many lottery 
winners wind up in deeper financial trouble 
than ever before. 

It 's not the money, it's the attitude re
garding the money. The Kelly administra
tion, it seems to me, has the deadly dream
er's attitude toward money. It wants the 
money as a substitute for responsible man
agement-no tax hikes, no downsizing of 
government, no serious effort to live within 
its budget. The mayor keeps looking for a 
jackpot in the guise of a commuter tax, a 
professional tax, new taxes on goods and 
services. Some genius in her administration 
even proposed installing tollbooths at the 
entrances to the city. How's that for three 
cherries? 

No, I don ' t have a big moral problem with 
casino gambling. I've done it myself, from 
Atlantic City to Monte Carlo. Nor will I say 
that legalized gambling automatically ruins 
a town; it might even improve some of them. 
(What would Las Vegas or Reno be without 
gambling?) But I will say that casino gam
bling inevitably changes the character of a 
town. I'm not sure I want to live in a Wash
ington-even a Washington with a balanced 
budget-where the price of fiscal solvency is 
a transformation into Atlantic City on the 
Potomac. 

My real concern though, is that Mayor 
Kelly and the residents of the District will 
succumb to the idea of windfall as panacea 
and, like too many lottery winners, wind up 
deeper in debt and utterly dependent on the 
annual lottery check. 

A casino ls an unreal place where a silly 
vacationer can spend a few relatively harm
less hours. But it' s no place to live. 

Come on, Mayor Kelly. It' s time to come 
home to reality. 

TESTIMONY OF A BLACKJACK DEALER 

(By Diane M.B. Savage) 
I practice law in the D.C. courts. But be

fore going to law school, I was a blackjack 
dealer in Las Vegas. During that time, I 
learned a lot about who gambles and why, 
and about the effects gambling has on people 
and their families. And I think casino gam
bling would be a disaster for the District. 

First, it won't be the rich who frequent the 
blackjack tables. My experience in Las 
Vegas showed me that the opposite is true. 
My repeat players were people earning little, 
trying to make extra money. Inevitably, the 
casino wiped them out. 

I was always amazed that people who came 
to my table knew so little about the game. 
These same people would not spend $20 on a 
shirt without checking something about it-
color, size, material-but at the blackjack 
table, no questions were asked. 

Players just came with whatever money 
they thought they could " afford" to lose and 
wound up losing much more than that. It 
was a vicious cycle-losing made players bet 
more so they could have a chance to win, and 
winning made them bet more too. The only 
real winner was the casino. 

Let's not raise money for our troubled city 
off the backs of the people who live here. Ca
sino gambling will bring troubles that an in
experienced observer cannot imagine. 

I saw the same people come to my table 
every week as soon as they had cashed their 
paychecks. Most went home losers, and 
many of them drunk to boot, after trying to 
forget their bad luck with booze. I had wives 
and children come to me after my shift, beg
ging me to send their husbands and fathers 
home when they appeared at my blackjack 
table. 

From the outside looking in, casino gam
bling looks like harmless glitz and glitter. 
From the inside looking out, it makes any
one with a conscience think twice before 
supporting it. 

One thing should be obvious to all-a ca
sino exists to take money in as quickly as 
possible, to always make room for another 
sucker at the table. Casinos are not at all 
concerned with the citizens of the District, 
but shouldn't we be? 

THE MAYOR'S SUCKER SOLUTION-ODDS ARE 
CASINOS WON 'T GET THE DISTRICT OUT OF 
THE RED 

(By Dorothy A. Brizill) 
On Aug. 20 most D.C. residents, lawmakers 

and businesspeople learned about Mayor 
Kelly's proposal to bring casino gambling to 
Washington. The administration says casi
nos will spur economic development, finance 
a $500 million convention center, create jobs 
for local residents and serve as a magnet for 
hotels, restaurants and tourists. In short, 
the mayor is presenting casinos as a painless 
quick fix for the District's financial prob
lems. 

Making the District a safer, more attrac
tive place in which to live and do business 
and stanching the suburban flight of busi
nesses and middle-class citizens are the only 
real long-term solutions to the District's se
vere financial problems. But the Kelly ad
ministration instead looks for a miracle cure 
for its fiscal ailments-a commuter tax, 
which could never pass congressional review; 
professional and advertising taxes, which 
alienated Washington 's only healthy indus
tries; and a pie-in-the-sky plan to make 
Washington "Hollywood on the Potomac," a 
center of film and record production. 

Kelly has abolished the Office of Business 
and Economic Development and the D.C. Of
fice of International Business and created an 
economic development cluster instead. The 
few individuals and offices in this cluster ap
parently are focusing on Jack Kent Cooke 
Stadium, a new convention center and mak
ing the District into a " Las Vegas on the Po
tomac. " 

What's wrong with casino gambling for the 
District? Everything, even putting aside the 
moral issue. 

As more states approve various forms of 
gambling, the limited market is spread thin
ner. Exciting "sin cities" like Las Vegas 
may make a profit, but cities that try for 
" dignified, " "tasteful" gambling will have a 
limited and local appeal. 

For example, Davenport, Iowa, lost more 
than $600,000 before its riverboat casinos 
pulled anchor. Cripple Creek, Black Hawk 
and Central City, all in Colorado, have made 
money with casinos-but at the cost of in-

creased crime, huge tax increases for other 
businesses, the loss of other businesses and a 
general deterioration in the quality of life. 

Atlantic City has lost 20 percent of the 
population in the past 15 years, and its 
neighborhoods have deteriorated badly since 
casinos opened in 1978. Since gambling drives 
out other businesses, Atlantic City is now a 
one-industry town: 90 percent of its revenues 
come from gambling. As one Atlantic City 
resident summed it up, " All we get is the 
fumes from the buses as they drive by. " 

And let's not forget the influence of the 
mob on organized gambling. Ward 2 council 
member Jack Evans said recently that the 
role of the mob in casino gambling "may be 
just the cost of doing business." With that 
attitude, Washington, with its existing crime 
problems, will pay a high cost. 

William Eadington, director of the Insti
tute for the Study of Gambling and Commer
cial Gaming at the University of Nevada at 
Reno, says, "As casinos continue to spread, 
some locales will turn up losers because 
there will simply be too many places to 
place your bet ... most-though not all
cities, states and Indian tribes should resist 
the lure of the green felt and find other an
swers to their economic woes. 

"The belief that every town or reservation 
can capture a lion's share of the tourist pot 
is as unrealistic as it is for players around a 
poker table." 

D 1820 

SAVINGS IN AMERICA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAC

CHUS of Florida). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. LARocco] is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. LAROCCO. Mr. Speaker, in the 
First District of Idaho, I represent 
many diverse interests from sugarbeet 
and potatogrowers to loggers and mill
workers; from silver miners to 
whitewater guides; from computer chip 
makers to corporate boardrooms. But 
as disparate as these interests in my 
State may seem, they all are in the 
same boat on one issue: the rate of sav
ings in America which is the lowest in 
the industrialized world. 

Saving is the seedcorn of our capital 
society. You plant it. It grows. It re
produces itself. Investing turns savings 
and ordinary money into factories, 
bridges, roads, runways, and schools, 
and into machines that make machines 
and productive assets that create real 
wealth. 

Here's the formula: Savings equals 
investment equals improved productiv
ity, which-in turn-equals increased 
standards of living and quality of life. 
The magic of capitalism is this process 
of turning savings into investments 
that generate both incomes and more 
savings that can be turned into invest
ments and planted anew. 

In her book, "Reviving the American 
Dream," Alice Rivlin, the noted econo
mist and now Deputy Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget, 
writes that: 

Between 1940 and 1973, population rose by 
60%. But total output of the economy soared 
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by 255%. This surge in the nation's per capita 
production of goods and services made it pos
sible for almost everyone to live better and 
the nation to improve both its public and 
private capital at the same time. But since 
then total government spending rose faster 
than GNP. The increase however was for pay
ments to individuals, especially older people 
under Social Security and other entitlement 
programs-not for public investment. 

If we pull the plug on this process of 
investment and reinvestment, spend 
our savings on rent and groceries
worse than that , if we borrow for daily 
expenses, current operations, expenda
bles-consumption-it's just like a 
farmer gobbling up the seedcorn. It's 
killing the laying hens for poultry, 
slaughtering the breeding cows for 
beef. That 's what we have been doing 
as a country for 20 years. 

Princeton University's Douglas 
Bernheim in " The Vanishing Nest 
Egg," writes: 

When a society fails to save, its members 
must ultimately pay the price * * *. Low 
rates of saving depress investment, thereby 
depriving the economy of new plant and 
equipment that are necessary for continued 
growth and prosperity. 

The personal savings rate of Amer
ican households today is 5.5 percent of 
net disposable income. But factoring in 
the Government's borrowing rate re
duces the net national savings rate to 
2.7 percent. Low savings in the 1980's 
cost the U.S. economy about 15 percent 
of its capital stock and about 5 percent 
of its potential output. If you think the 
roads and bridges, tunnels and water
works are in bad shape now-at our 
present rate of saving, the rate of de
cline and fall of capital stock and out
put will double by the end of the cen
tury, taking disposable income down 
commensurately. 

Discovering the root causes of the 
shrinking U.S. savings rate may hold 
the key to setting the American econ
omy back on sound footing. And ad
dress those causes we must, though we 
are woefully in the dark as to why 
Americans do or do not save and why 
savings incentives by Government have 
not worked. 

We really don't know. Saving may be 
a cultural phenomenon or an animal 
instinct-the squirrel burying nuts in 
the back yard. 

Or societies may save simply because 
they have no choice. One generation 
has to take care of the next, on its 
own, without government waiting in 
the wings to help. 

Or, perhaps individuals may not feel 
the need to save when everything is 
coming up roses-the stock market , 
real estate values, personal income. 
Also , successful economies produce de
sirable consumer goods, thus diverting 
savings. 

Or, individuals may save because 
times are so good, so golden-like the 
1950's and 1960's in this country-spend
ing just cannot keep up with earnings. 
Incomes exceed expenses without a 

conscientious effort to save. The saving 
just happens. 

Tax incentives have had a limited ef
fect on overall savings rates. Savings 
may not be driven by taxes. The money 
that was going to be saved anyway 
simply crosses from one side of the 
street to the other. But the total rate 
of saving does not change. 

Saving may be a function of cutting 
disposable income off at the pass, the 
availability of payroll saving plans and 
dividend reinvestment programs that 
force us to keep hands off our pay
checks before it can touch our hands 
and get spent. 

The role for public policy initiatives 
in improving personal savings is un
clear. The savings rate may be solely 
the function of demographics: baby 
boomers growing up, getting married, 
having children. Then one day, the 
children grow up, leave the nest , ex
penses wind down. And a bulge of one
time baby boomers now moves through 
the cycle from consumer to saver. Sav
ings more may be one result of the low 
overhead of an empty nest and scaled 
down lifestyle not a manifestation of 
new-found thrift and virtue. 

As a former stockbroker and a stu
dent of the savings rate issue, the ques
tion for me remains, How can we get 
Americans to save enough for our 
growth and prosperity? 

Mr. Speaker, this is an issue which I 
am planning to address in the corning 
months and on which I will have more 
to say. 

OMAHA JOBS ARE BEING STOLEN 
FROM SPOKANE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. BEREUTER] 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, the 
giant sucking sound you hear isn 't jobs 
being sucked to Mexico; it is farm cred
it bank jobs being sucked from Omaha, 
NE to Spokane, WA. Farm credit offi
cials in both Omaha and Washington 
State have plotted to merge their re
spective banks and headquarter the 
new bank in Spokane. Currently, the 
Omaha and Spokane banks employ ap
proximately 100 employees each, and it 
is estimated that the new bank in Spo
kane will have a work force of about 
110 employees. 

Mr. Speaker, these top-level farm 
credit jobs are being hijacked, and the 
worst part about this hijacking is that 
it is an inside job. It is mighty hard to 
stop this theft of jobs and regional de
cisionmaking authority when the 
Democrats control the White House 
and both Houses of Congress-and 
House Speaker FOLEY is from Spokane. 
This Member doesn't represent Omaha, 
but this Member hopes that the Omaha 
community won ' t roll over and play 
dead on this issue. It is too important 
to our region , to our Midwest and 

Great Plains farm communities, and to 
our job market. Unfortunately, if 
Omaha won' t fight it, there isn't much 
a Congressman from Nebraska's First 
District, outside Omaha, can do about 
the job theft. 

Mr. Speaker, this deal does not even 
pass the smell test. It is such a blatant 
case of job theft and dealrnaking by the 
Presidents of the two merging banks to 
feather their own nests , that I can' t be
lieve the people involved have the 
nerve to try it. Surprising isn't it that 
current president and CEO of the Spo
kane bank, Mr. Doyle L. Cook, is being 
vigorously promoted for chairmanship 
of the Farm Credit Administration in 
Washington, DC. Recently, this posi
tion was vacated with the resignation 
of Mr. Harold Steele and offered to an
other candidate who has now declined 
and given Mr. Cook the unusual oppor
tunity to move from Washington State 
to Washington, DC. Yes, and you.might 
have guessed that the Farm Credit Ad
ministration is the chief regulator of 
the farm credit system and is com
prised of a three-member board-to in
clude Mr. Cook if he is appointed by 
President Clinton- which will ulti
mately be asked to approve or dis
approve of the merger. FCA's general 
counsel does say that only two of the 
three board members will be available 
to approve the Omaha-Spokane merger 
and that may not include Mr. Cook. Fi
nally, to make sure everyone involved 
in the deal is happy, preliminary plans 
for the merger would plant Jim Kirk, 
president of the Omaha bank, firmly 
back in Washington State , where he 
was educated and has ties, as president 
and CEO of the merged bank. 

Mr. Speaker, this proposed merger is 
one more example of an outsider seiz
ing control of a Nebraska-based insti
tution or corporation and then pirating 
the jobs back to his home, or desired, 
location. It has happened too often in 
recent years, and it will happen again 
unless this region 's political and busi
ness leaders unite and raise hell about 
it. 

Mr. Speaker, it figures that Jim Kirk 
wants to take these jobs and his posi
tion back to Washington State, but 
were, pray tell, are the farm credit 
board members who supposedly rep
resent the communities and farmers in 
four State regions? Unfortunately, 
farmer stockholders do not have a say 
in whether the merger can go forward . 
Therefore, will the association boards 
act only as rubber stamp outfits for an 
all-powerful Jim Kirk or other top
level appointees? And, are the people 
back home asking their representative 
board members tough questions about 
their cooperation and complicity in 
this act of piracy? 

Now Mr. Speaker, to be sure , we are 
going to hear phony justifications of 
all kinds for this job theft-comments 
about complementarity and diversity. 
Nebraskans and Iowans know we have 



20356 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE September 8, 1993 
little in common with the timber inter
est and fruit growers of the Pacific 
Northwest. This merger makes no busi
ness sense; it would create a bank dis
trict stretching more than halfway 
across the United States. No , clearly 
this merger and its supposed rationale 
are the dreamed-up excuses of farm 
credit bank officials to justify their 
original intent to move the jobs and 
power from Omaha to Spokane. 

Mr. Speaker, board members who will 
be responsible for approving or dis
approving this merger, should go to the 
farm communities around Pawnee 
City, Ponca, and Broken Bow, NE; Du
buque , IA; or Sioux Falls, SD; to ex
plain why they will get better decisions 
and support out of Spokane, WA, than 
from the heartland location of Omaha. 
As this Member said before, farm lead
ers in our region will know this is a 
power play when they actually learn 
what is happening. 

D 1830 
UPDATE ON THE REPUBLICAN 

CRIME BILL 
The SPEAKER pro tempo re (Mr. BAC

CHUS of Florida) . Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Florida, Mr. MCCOLLUM, is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, every 
evening Americans tune into television 
news programs and hear stories of vio
lent crime committed by repeat offend
ers who should not have been out on 
the street in the first place. 

Each year nearly 5 million people in 
the United States are victims of vio
lent crime. The amount of violent 
crime has increased 531 percent since 
1960, yet violent criminals are serving 
shorter sentences. Studies show the ex
pected punishment for committing a 
serious crime has tumbled by two
thirds since the 1950's. Violent offend
ers serve an average of just 37 percent 
of the time sentenced. With our prisons 
overcrowded and violent criminals 
serving only fractions of their sen
tences, is it any wonder we have such 
an alarming amount of violent crime? 

To address this crisis in our criminal 
laws, House and Senate Republicans in
troduced a comprehensive crime bill in 
early August. 

This legislation proposes a complete 
overhaul of our Federal criminal jus
tice system and is designed to develop 
a partnership with States to restore 
certainty and swiftness of punishment 
and to lock up violent criminals and 
throw away the keys. 

Our criminal justice system cannot 
work effectively without the element 
of deterrence. We must take violent 
criminals off the streets. We must lock 
them up and keep them locked up. We 
must put deterrence back into our 
criminal justice system. 

The Republican crime bill strength
ens our system with the establishment 

of an unprecedented Federal-State 
partnership. Through this partnership, 
regional prisons would house really bad 
State-convicted violent criminals and 
drug traffickers. 

The bill provides $3 billion over 3 
years and requires a 50 to 50 cost shar
ing arrangement. In order to be eligible 
for participation, States must meet 
several requirements: They must enact 
truth-in-sentencing laws to ensure that 
those convicted of a violent crime or of 
major drug trafficking serve at least 85 
percent of the time sentenced; they 
must institute 10 year minimum man
datory sentences for twice convicted 
felons who commit a violent crime 
with a gun or are involved in a sexual 
assault; they must provide pretrial de
tention; and they must challenge 
court-ordered consent decrees capping 
prison populations. 

In order to help States meet their 
share of the costs and to build more 
prisons of their own, the bill adds cor
rectional facilities to the list of tax-ex
empt projects for which private activ
ity bonds may be used. The legislation 
also provides $2 billion over 5 years in 
grants to cities and counties with high 
crime rates to increase the police pres
ence in these communities. Unlike 
other grant programs, this bill allows 
local authorities to allocate these 
funds in the manner best suited for the 
individual community's local law en
forcement needs. 

In addition, the Republican crime 
bill would: Provide for the immediate 
deportation of criminal aliens as soon 
as their sentences are served or, in 
some cases, even sooner; nearly double 
the number of border patrol officers 
and immigration service criminal in
vestigators; restore the death penalty 
for heinous Federal crimes; reform ha
beas corpus laws to stop the endless ap
peals of death row inmates; change the 
rules of evidence to make it easier to 
admit evidence to get more convic
tions; initiate a point of purchase in
stant check system to screen out con
victed felons who attempt to purchase 
guns from gun dealers; put new sexual 
offender laws on the books to make it 
easier to get rape and other sexual of
fense convictions; provide new re
sources to local police; put new laws on 
the books to protect children and make 
schools safer; and make acts of terror
ism specific Federal crimes. 

So as not to add to the deficit, the 
spending in this legislation is fully 
paid for by cutting Federal administra
tive overhead expenses across the 
board by 5 percent and by capping the 
administrative overhead expenses for 
university research grants at 90 per
cent of their current levels. 

Republicans are eager to work with 
President Clinton on these matters and 
hope the legislation he is drafting 
tracks our bill. 

However, it is disturbing that Presi
dent Clinton has embraced Senator 

BIDEN's bill "The Habeas Corpus Re
form Act of 1993." Senator BIDEN's bill 
contains provisions that are far worse 
than current law. We desperately need 
to reform the process of habeas corpus 
to stop the endless appeals of death 
row inmates; however, Senator BIDEN's 
bill will create added layers of litiga
tion and introduce further delay into 
the process. The Republican proposal , 
on the other hand, will delete loopholes 
that have allowed capital cases to drag 
on for decades. 

In addition, Republicans strongly dis
agree .with members of the Clinton ad
ministration who appear to want to 
eliminate mandatory minimum sen
tences. We should be encouraging 
States to enact mandatory minimum 
laws and abolish parole to restore cer
tainty to our criminal justice system. 
Only if we restore swiftness and cer
tainty of punishment and remove the 
violent criminals from society and 
keep them locked up can we deter vio
lent crime and make our streets safe 
again. 

Republicans and Democrats working 
together can do this. 

NBC: NUCLEAR, BIOLOGICAL, OR 
CHEMICAL WARF ARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House , the gen
tleman from California [Mr. DORNAN] is 
recognized for 5 minutes . 

Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Speaker, is the 
gentleman from California, Mr. DUN
CAN HUNTER, in the Chamber, Mr. 
Speaker? Front and center, DUNCAN, 
lieutenant, 173d Airborne Brigade. 

Mr. Speaker, is Mr. BURTON of Indi
ana in the Chamber? Would the gen
tleman come over to the other micro
phone? 

I do not want to gloat now because of 
these two votes , but I just want to dis
cuss the nuclear threat building around 
the world, do a little intro here, and 
then ask for some counsel from my dis
tinguished colleagues from southern
southern California and Indiana. 

Mr. Speaker, many countries have 
developed weapons of mass destruction 
and the means to develop them and to 
deliver them. Others are developing 
these weapons as we speak. There is a 
real possibility that some nation in the 
future is going to be motivated to use 
NBC, nuclear, biological, or chemical 
warfare, against the United States or 
some of our allies. They would use 
them maybe in regional confronta
tions, threatening our U.S . interests 
abroad, and we must do something 
about it. And the reason I take the well 
today is we just did do something. 

D 1840 
There is hope, coming back from a 

long district work period break , and I 
was feeling very good about where this 
Congress was going, but we just de
feated the Dellums-DeFazio amend
ment to gut strategic defense and bal
listic missile defense even further. We 
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defeated it 271 to 160, and we defeated 
the Schroeder amendment 227 to 202. 

Now, that is pretty good, these last 
two votes. We are still in the House 
below the Senate numbers and below 
the Clinton administration request for 
research and development and eventu
ally deployment of a ballistic missile 
theater defense. 

We owe our men and women in uni
form nothing less and I wonder when 
we are going to get around to deploy
ing something to defend our homeland, 
as it says in the preamble, " Provide for 
the common defense." 

Mr. Speaker, I am glad to yield to 
the distinguished gentleman from Indi
ana [Mr. BURTON]. 

I am not so sure about the gentle
man 's glasses. I feel like I am in a 
Mexican nightclub or something. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Well, I will 
take those off. I would not want to of
fend my colleague. 

Let me just say, there is an old say
ing, "An ounce of prevention is worth a 
pound of cure. '' 

The gentleman is absolutely right . 
Mu 'ammar Qadhafi, the ayatollah, the 
Indian Government, a lot of countries 
have nuclear weaponry and they are 
developing or are in the process of de
veloping delivery systems, probably 
short range at first, then intermediate 
and then intercontinental. For us to 
give up on a system that would say 
that New York City and millions of 
people who live there, or Chicago or 
Los Angeles , I think would be a ter
rible step in the wrong direction, espe
cially since we have spent so much 
money already heading in the right di
rection as far as perfecting a ballistic 
missile defense system. 

Mr. DORNAN. A footnote: New York 
City sure as heck does not know how to 
make picante sauce, but Rush 
Limbaugh lives and works there . That 
alone is a reason to protect it against 
an errant nuclear missile. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I did not 
know that. That is interesting. We are 
going to protect Rush Limbaugh. 

Mr. DORNAN. The gentleman 
thought he was still broadcasting out 
of Indianapolis, I know. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Well, all 
levity aside, I really believe that the 
gentleman is absolutely correct. I 
think it was very wise of our body here 
today not to make those kind of cuts 
that they were talking about in the 
area of strategic defense, because you 
never know, one day in the future one 
of these crazies in the world might 
have a delivery system with a nuclear 
weapon or biological weapon, and we 
certainly do not want a large segment 
of our population wiped out because we 
did not -have foresight to perfect a de
fense system. 

Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
HUNTER]. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for taking out this spe-

cial order on this very important issue, 
and I thank my friend, the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. DORNAN. Not to gloat, but to 
further elucidate the issue. 

Mr. HUNTER. I just want to say that 
we have a short breathing space, or res
pite, if you will , because we won the 
cold war. We have a number of coun
tries that the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BURTON] has alluded to. Those in
clude Libya, Egypt, Iraq, South Africa, 
Saudi Arabia, Syria, Pakistan, Iran, 
North Ko.rea, India, and China, building 
deli very systems. Not all those coun
tries are our enemies, but some of 
them are . Some of them are absolute 
adversaries that I think we can count 
on to attack the United States if they 
get to the point where they feel they 
have enough of a delivery system and 
in some cases a nuclear device to cause 
us great harm. 

Now, we think of this defense and 
strategic planning that we carried out 
in the United States for years and 
years as being something that is done 
at a very high level by men of great 
foresight and women of great foresight , 
but actually if you look at the gulf war 
when that Scud was fired at American 
troops and we fired the Patriot missile, 
which really was just an air defense 
system built not to shoot down mis
siles, but it was developed to shoot 
down aircraft. When we fired that first 
Patriot up there and it intercepted 
that missile in midair, it did what Ron
ald Reagan had said about 10 years ear
lier could be done , you could hit a bul
let with a bullet, hit a missile with an
other missile. 

Those people , including liberals who 
earlier, like Walter Mondale, had said, 
" I am not going to have war in the 
heavens. I am not going to have star 
wars, " and all the names that were at
tached, derogatory names and descrip
tions that were attached to the strate
gic initiative, those people said, 
" Thank Heaven," and liberals and con
servatives said, " Thank Heaven,'' be
cause we fired this missile, what you 
might call the model-T of ballistic mis
siles, the Scud that goes very slow and 
has a very short range, under 500 kilo
meters, and we hit it. We hit it with 
the only system that we had that had 
the capability of bringing it down. 
Now, where that leaves us is with the 
understanding that we have the capa
bility of knocking down Scud's. 

NBC: NUCLEAR, BIOLOGICAL, AND 
CHEMICAL WARF ARE, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from California [Mr. HUNTER] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
DORNAN]. 

Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Speaker, I just 
wanted to point out something that re-

inforces what the gentleman was say
ing, and I thank the gentleman from 
California for yielding to me ; but one 
of the CIA analysts recently , not only 
upstairs, but openly to the public, 
pointed out the following , that the po
tential capabilities of some of these 
countries, the ones that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HUNTER] and the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BURTON] 
were mentioning, are comparable to 
and in some cases more lethal than the 
Soviet Union in 1960--61. That is right 
before the Cuban missile crisis, the 
closest we have ever come to a third 
world war. 

It says with leaders like Qadhafi and 
Sadam Hussein, the gentleman men
tioned the Ayatollah, he is long gone , I 
can hear the crackling flames, but the 
gentleman meant Rafsanjani and the 
ilk that have kept his evil image alive , 
and in many cases these governments 
are weak , unstable , or illegitimate. 

Our classic notions of deterrence hold 
much less promise of assuring the secu
rity of the United States and its allies. 

To my two colleagues, may I tell a 
short story, a little anecdote. In 1960, I 
sold my car, the fifth baby was on the 
way, I sold this car that I had bought 
with my flight pay in the Air Force to 
a psychologist at the Atascadero men
tal hospital for the sexually screwed 
up, and I wanted to make sure this guy 
was really a doctor, because he had a 
very bad toupee . His name was Edward 
James. I use the name because he did 
me out of half the money on my car. I 
was selling it to make way for a fifth 
child. I never got the money, but I de
livered the car to Atascadero. On the 
way I went by the Vandenberg Air 
Force Base, June , 1960. We had just 
erected, and these were above the 
ground, silos were not constructed yet , 
the first three Atlas intercontinental 
ballistic missiles. The gentleman has 
been to Vandenberg. He knows a lot of 
beautiful rolling hills around there. I 
parked my car, the last time I ever 
drove it , on a hill. I looked at these 
three missiles down on one of these 
hills. The sun was going down on the 
beautiful Pacific Coast. 

I thought, we are entering, for my 
four children and one on the way , one 
of the most terrifying periods in all of 
recorded history. The Soviet Union had 
surprised us by developing a hydrogen 
bomb. They were surprising us with ev:.. 
erything. They had so many security 
leaks. This country was crawling with 
spies, according to both Democrat and 
Republican Presidents during all that 
period of time. 

I thought, how long will it take us to 
get out of this? 

People are acting like we are out of 
it. People in this Chamber who never 
raised a finger to win the cold war are 
now saying, " We won the cold war, " 
like all of them who tried to disarm us 
unilaterally year in and year out were 
part of it, and yet here we are with 
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these feelings that we have rolled his
tory back to 1959, that there are no 
ICBM's targeting anybody. 

Here is an analyst during a Demo
cratic administration in the Central 
Intelligence Agency saying that some 
of these illegitimate governments are 
more lethal than the Soviet Union in 
the early sixties at the height of the 
evil empire. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, according to our 
new CIA Director, Mr. Woolsey, a num
ber of those countries are much more 
inclined to use nuclear weapons and 
the delivery capability that we speak 
of in new missiles than the Soviet 
Union was. 

Mr. DORNAN. Exactly. There was a 
bizarre stability to the evil empire. As 
evil as they were, they had script on 
the world's case. They sort of followed 
a script where some of these people 
just out of sheer pathetic religious 
zealotry would lob one missile and say, 
"What are you going to do now, elimi
nate my country off · the face of the 
Earth and kill all these peasants that I 
abused just because we got rid of New 
York City?" 

No, we are in a bizarre situation now 
and now is not the time to hollow out 
our forces and start cutting back on 
the research and development that 
gives promise to some day providing 
for the common defense, right out of 
the preamble to our beautiful Constitu
tion, and defending the American 
homeland. 

D 1850 

REDEFINING/REINVENTING 
GOVERNMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempo re (Mr. BAC
CHUS of Florida). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BURTON] is recognized for 
60 minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak
er, I do not want to take much time be
cause I know you have a previous en
gagement, and we do not want to hold 
you up, but I would like to yield to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. DOR
NAN] to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Speaker, I am just 
going to conclude with one thing I 
brought up during the debate today, 
the general debate on the defense budg
et, strategic matters that we touched 
on today. Here is a page from all the 
books on redefining/reinventing gov
ernment that were on the White House 
lawn yesterday with our Chief of State 
and Igor at his side, his strong right 
arm, and it says right in there, and lis
ten to this. I said today that I believe 
this is the smoking gun on the bottom
up review, that it was not geared to
ward strategic needs and a proper anal
ysis of our national security situation, 
but was really a budgetary consider
ation. Listen to this line, and for all in-

tents and purposes this is the President 
speaking, or it is certainly the Vice 
President: 

We examined every Cabinet department 
and ten agencies. At two departments, De
fense and Heal th and Human Services, our 
work paralleled other large-scale reviews al
ready under way. 

Now brace yourselves, Mr. and Mrs. 
America and all the ships at sea. 

Defense had launched a bottom-up review 
to meet the President's 1994-1997 spending re
duction target. 

Explanation: The President says: 
Here is my target. Cut this out of the mili

tary. Not the 50 billion that I talked about 
last year, and, although I feel you defense 
workers' pain, I want 127-128 billion cut out. 
Now give me a bottom-up review and a stra
tegic analysis to fit my budgetary demand. 

Mr. Speaker, that is not the way to 
analyze providing for the common de
fense. 

I thank the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BURTON] for this extra bit of time. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak
er, if the gentleman from California 
[Mr. DORNAN] wants to stick around for 
just a bit, there is one other subject 
that is very important. 

Vice President GORE, along with 
President Clinton, announced, and I 
think it was yesterday, that they are 
going to try to streamline and cut the 
size of government, cut the bureauc
racy, to the tune of 252,000 people over 
a 5-year period, and I think people 
across this country applaud that objec
tive. For the past 10 or 11 years, Presi
dent after President, administration 
after administration, Congress after 
Congress, have talked about cutting 
the size of government and streamlin
ing it, and, although I disagree with 
the President on many issues and the 
Vice President on many issues, this ob
jective I agree with, and I think most 
of my colleagues, both Democrats and 
Republicans, agree with it. 

However, I am very concerned that 
there needs to be a hard and fast plan 
to deal with this, and the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. NuSSLE], and the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GREEN
WOOD], members of the Republican re
search task force-I think they are the 
chairman of that on government 
downsizing working with the chairman 
of that committee, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. HUNTER], have come up 
with a plan to help President Clinton 
and Vice President GORE implement 
their objectives of cutting the size of 
government by 252,000. And today I co
signed a letter along with them that he 
would, in effect, set up a Federal em
ployee reduction and realignment com
mission not unlike the Base Closure 
Commission which we so desperately 
needed to close down some of the un
necessary military installations in this 
country. And so we have .sent to the 
President this letter today, I believe, 
and we urged him to review this and to 
work with the Congress to set up this 

Commission to actually do the job of 
cutting out a quarter of a million un
necessary people in the government 
through a number of different ways, 
one of which would be retirement, and 
other ways. And so we support that. 

Now the one thing that concerns me, 
Mr. Speaker, is during the talks and 
the description of the plan that they 
were talking about they were talking 
about raising some fees and some other 
maybe taxes to deal with some of these 
problems, and I would just like to say, 
if the President were here, that we just 
had the budget reconciliation bill with 
the largest tax increase in history. 
Most of the spending cuts in that bill 
are in the third, fourth and fifth year 
and probably will not be realized. 

So, we are going to have the tax in
creases, and many of the spending cuts, 
I do not think, will ever happen, and so 
I do not think the American people 
want any fee increases, and they do not 
want any more taxes, and that is one 
thing that I cannot support. However I, 
and I think the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. HUNTER], and the gen
tleman from California [Mr. DORNAN], 
and many of our colleagues would be 
more than willing to support 
downsizing government, setting up a 
commission to work with the adminis
tration to downsize government and to 
get this economy moving in the right 
direction through, in part, cutting the 
size of this government bureaucracy. 
We all want to do that. 

I have talked to people over the 
weekend back in my district in Indi
ana, and they all said. " Boy, don't you 
think it's a great idea that the Presi
dent has come up with to try to cut the 
size of government,'' and I agree with 
that, and I think we ought to help him, 
and I think this Commission is the 
giant step in that direction. But we do 
not need any more taxes and any more 
fees. We need to get on with really cut
ting the size of government. 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. DORNAN]. 

Mr. DORNAN. We do not need so
called sin taxes either when someone is 
out playing a softball game during this 
great summer, August, and there are 
people trying to recover from all the 
pain from the flood, and they are wor
ried about Emily running up the coast 
here, and they go to a base ball game 
and pop open a cold beer. They do not 
really think to themselves, "I'm just 
sinning here, and I should be taxed 
more." At a ball game, the only sin 
you see is somebody charging Nolan 
Ryan and Nolan Ryan punishing him a 
little bit for trying to come out there 
to the pitcher's mound. 

But any kind of taxes; the co'untry is 
simply overtaxed. 

To quote Ronald Reagan, and the 
gentleman from California [Mr. HUN
TER] came to office on his coattails, 
and the gentleman has admitted that 
to me as many times as I am willing to 
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listen to it. But he said, "We're not 
suffering from too much government
too little government. We are suffering 
from too much government." I have 
said it so many times that I am getting 
it in reverse. 

But I agree with the gentleman, and 
what I say to people when they ask me 
about this redefining government thing 
is: 

Good. I call them, and I up the ante. 
Whatever they want to cut, I want to 
cut more, and, if they have taken a lot 
of Republican pages out of our note
book, so be it. We have all said we are 
going to help the President as he sent 
a letter over here today not to shut 
down the last nuclear production mis
sile line, the D-5 missile. He sent over 
a pretty good letter here today. So did 
Aspin. I expected a great letter and got 
one from Gen. Colin Powell. 

But we have helped the administra
tion today so that he is on watch while 
we remain a superpower, but he better 
look at the rest of the Defense budget, 
and, when he is talking about cutting 
the size of Government, it better be 
something other than Defense in 1994, 
or 1995 and 1996, or he is not going to be 
around in 1997 when those cuts in 
spending are supposed to come up. The 
outyears they call them now. 

Mr. Speaker, we are going to run 
through a series of one-term Presidents 
if we do not redefine this Government 
because the American people have had 
a snoot full, and I can see it again 
when all of these people that have 
joined Ross Perot's organization that 
he says he is only the caboose on, Unit
ed We Stand America. They were 
cheering loudly over in the Rayburn 
Building in the Gold Room this morn
ing when JIM INHOFE broke one of the 
secrecy rules around here that we can
not expose to the public a public docu
ment that sits at the end of this long 
teller's desk here, that discharge peti
tion process. 

So I say to my colleagues, You better 
believe that DUNCAN HUNTER'S research 
committee task force on reforming 
Government has been swallowed by the 
President and AL GORE. Now let us see 
if they can digest it. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak
er, I appreciate the remarks of the gen
tleman from California [Mr. DORNAN], 
and I would just like to reiterate the 
one statement made earlier, and that is 
that we want to work with him. We do 
not want any more taxes or fees. And 
we want to set up a Commission like 
the Base Closure Commission to 
downsize the Government, the size of 
Government, and that would assist him 
in his goal and the Vice President's 
goals of cutting that 252,000 people out 
of the work force. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HUNTER]. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I thank the 
kind gentleman from California from 

north of me in Orange County, the 
champion of national security, my 
friend, BOB DORNAN, for his kind words 
and I thank the gentleman from Indi
ana [Mr. BURTON] for talking about 
this important issue today, and you 
know I think it is clear, and this came 
out in all the media when this an
nouncement was made by the President 
and by Vice President GORE. It is clear 
that recommendations for downsizing 
the Federal bureaucracy have been 
made many times in the past. We are 
not short of recommendations in Wash
ington, DC. What we are short of is the 
political will to implement those rec
ommendations. 

So, we, as Republicans, are saying, 
"You want to cut 250,000 bureaucrats 
out of the system, and you're going to 
go on a road show and talk to people 
about this. It's very popular in the 
polls, and you are going to get a lot of 
good press. The only thing we request 
as Republicans is this, that you do 
it--

Mr. DORNAN. Exactly. 
Mr. HUNTER. And the way to do it is 

by having a Commission with eight 
commissioners appointed by the Presi
dent. We chartered this Commission 
like we did the Base Closure Commis
sion because we all know, as the Wash
ington Post said this morning I think 
very appropriately, much of the suc
cess of this downsizing depends on 
who? Congress. And we all know that 
chairmen and senior members of com
mittees that have agencies under their 
wing will come out and fight for the 
turf of their agencies to keep from 
being downsized. It is going to be very 
analogous to base closing when Mem
bers know that bases have to be closed, 
but they do not want bases in their dis
tricts to be closed. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we put together a 
Commission. The President puts it to
gether with the consent and the advice 
and consultation of Congress, and this 
Commission goes out and makes an on
the-merits analysis, lets the chips fall 
where they may. It comes back in with 
recommendations for the exact number 
that the President asked for in reduc
tions. That is 250,000 Federal positions 
in the bureaucracy. 

D 1900 
They come up with those rec

ommendations, and Congress either 
goes up or down, no amendments, no 
logrolling, no changes, and the Presi
dent goes up or down. We can do this in 
3 or 4 months. This can be done. So we 
are throwing the ball back to the 
President. Let us do it. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Let me just 
say one more thing. I think once the 
Commission is set up, if the President 
would go along with it, and once we get 
the job done, that the Commission 
should stay in existence and try, on an 
annual basis, to review the bureauc
racy in Washington and around the 

country, and try to cut, as much as 
possible, on an ongoing basis the size of 
Government. Sure 252,000 sounds like a 
lot, but we have millions and millions 
and millions of people in Government. 
A lot of that is duplication of effort. If 
we get through the 252,000 in cuts, I see 

·no reason why a Commission could not 
go and make a recommendation to 
Congress on a yearly basis on how to 
streamline and make Government 
more efficient. 

Mr. DORNAN. If the gentleman will 
yield further, that is an excellent idea. 
We may get to discuss this on the 
House floor tomorrow, because the gen
tlewoman from Colorado [Mrs. SCHROE
DER] has an amendment to expand the 
Base Closing Commission to include 
overseas bases. There is an opening to 
talk about the Commission in general 
with our good friend, the Chairman of 
the Base Closing Commission, Jim 
Courter, and say folks, this took a lot 
of pain out of the House and Senate in 
having to close down bases in people's 
districts, where they were major em
ployers, and good men and women, 
both civilian and uniformed, serving at 
those bases, it was painful. We found a 
good way to do it. 

Thank God for the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. ARMEY], a top economist 
from the State of Texas in the House 
now, that came up with this idea. 

This idea, and I blush when I say to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
HUNTER], is brilliant. I am going to 
work on it. As long as the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BURTON] buys off on 
it, so do I. Let us see if when we retire 
to our rocking chairs on a porch some
where if we cannot see this Commis
sion doing what a lot of folks do not 
have the guts to do around here, and 
that is not just slow the rate of growth, 
but shut some things down that cannot 
be justified in their existence any 
longer. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield further, this is 
the baby of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. NUSSLE] and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. GENE GREEN], this task 
force. This is going to be an important 
issue. I think they are the ones that 
should receive any credit. 

Mr. DORNAN. They would never have 
come up with the idea if the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HUNTER] did not 
set them up in a task force. The gen
tleman stimulated them. 

Mr. HUNTER. I appreciate the com
pliments of the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. DORNAN]. Let me suggest 
another thing too, and that is that 
there are 400,000 what I call head
quarters employees in Washington, DC. 
That means every agency that we have 
got, whether it is Immigration or EPA, 
and I am talking about civilian agen
cies, not our intelligence agencies, not 
DOD, there are 400,000 headquarters 
employees in Washington, DC. 

It is kind of interesting. If you talk 
to a postal worker in your district or 



20360 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE September 8, 1993 
to a border patrolman or somebody else 
in the Federal work force, and you talk 
to them about what they think about 
headquarters, it is like talking to a GI 
in the field. You say, "Do you think 
that the officers in headquarters could 
be downsized a little bit?" Let me tell 
you, they have got some opinions on it. 
Contrary to what a lot of people might 
think, the Federal work force is not 
against us. 

I think that when this comes about, 
if this is done on the merits by a com
mission that lvoks at the real need for 
efficiency in the Federal Government, 
you are going to see a lot of the head
quarters employees, a lot of the em
ployees of agencies located in Washing
ton, DC., taking a number of the cuts, 
in the higher level of bureaucracy, and 
you are going to see less of the police
man on the beat, the cop on the beat, 
the border patrolman, the guy deliver
ing the mail in your district, taking 
these cuts. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak
er, I want to thank my colleagues very 
much for their participation. I hope 
maybe the administration is paying at
tention tonight and will look with 
favor upon the recommendations we 
have put forth and are sending to them 
via the mail. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab

sence was granted to: 
Mr. YATES (at the request of Mr. 

GEPHARDT) for today, on account of ill
ness. 

Mr. NEAL of North Carolina (at the 
request of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today and 
the balance of the week, on account of 
medical reasons. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legis
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re
quest of Mr. RAMSTAD) to revise and ex
tend their remarks and include extra
neous material:) 

Mr. WOLF, for 5 minutes, today and 60 
minutes, each day on September 9 and 
10. 

Mr. BEREUTER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MCCOLLUM, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey, for 5 min-

utes, on September 9. 
Mr. KIM, for 5 minutes, on September 

9. 
Mr. KOLBE, for 60 minutes, each day 

on September 8, 9, 13, 14, 15, 16, 21, 22, 
23, 27, 28, 29, 30, October 4, 5, 6, 7, 11, 12, 
13, 14, 19, 20, 25, 26, 27, and 28. 

Mr. DORNAN, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re

quest of Mrs. MALONEY) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex
traneous matter:) 

Mr. LARocco, for 5 minutes, today 
and on September 9. 

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today 
and on September 9 and 10. 

Mr. HAYES, for 60 minutes, on Sep
tember 9. 

Mr. RANGEL, for 60 minutes, on Sep
tember 15. 

Mr. CONDIT, for 60 minutes, on Octo
ber 27. 

Mr. MFUME, for 60 minutes, on Sep
tember 14. 

(The following Member, at his own 
request, to revise and extend his re
marks and include extraneous mate
rial:) 

Mr. HUNTER, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re

quest of Mr. BURTON of Indiana) to re
vise and extend their remarks and in
clude extraneous material:) 

Mr. DORNAN, for 5 minutes each day, 
on September 14, 15, and 16. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, for 60 minutes, 
on September 9. 

Mr. McDERMOTT, for 60 minutes, each 
day, on September 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 27, 28, 29, and 30, and 
October 1. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

revise and extend remarks was granted 
to: 

(The following Members (at the re
quest of Mr. RAMSTAD) and to include 
extraneous matter:) 

Mr. SOLOMON in five instances. 
Mr. COMBEST. 
Mr. GILCHREST. 
Mr. DORNAN. 
Mr. COBLE. 
Mr. LEWIS of Florida. 
Mr. ARMEY. 
Mr. WOLF. 
Mr. GALLEGLY. 
Mr. GILMAN. 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana. 
(The following Members (at the re

quest of Mrs. MALONEY) and to include 
extraneous matter:) 

Mr. LIPINSKI in two instances. 
Mr. APPLEGATE. 
Mrs. SCHROEDER. 
Mr. KANJORSKI in two instances. 
Mr. FOGLIETTA. 
Mr. FAZIO in two instances. 
Mr. MAZZO LI. 
Mr. HAMILTON in seven instances. 
Mr. BERMAN in two instances. 
Mr. MANN. 
Mr. BONIOR. 
Mr. STOKES. 
Ms. WOOLSEY. 
Mr. MANTON. 
Mr. CARDIN. 
Mr. FORD of Michigan. 
Mr. TORRES. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
Mr. DURBIN. 
Mr. POMEROY. 
Mr. PARKER. 
(The following Members (at the re

quest of Mr. BURTON of Indiana) and to 
include extraneous matter:) 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS in two instances. 
Mr. DIXON. 
Mr. CONYERS. 

SENATE BILL, JOINT RESOLU
TIONS, AND CONCURRENT RESO
LUTIONS REFERRED 
A bill, joint resolutions, and concur

rent resolutions of the Senate of the 
following titles were taken from the 
Speaker's table and, under the rule, re
ferred as follows: 

S. 424. An act to amend the Securities Ex
change Act of 1934 with respect to limited 
partnership rollups; to the Committee on En
ergy and Commerce. 

S.J. Res. 124. Joint resolution designating 
September 6, 1993, as "Try American Day"; 
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

S .J. Res. 125. Joint resolution designating 
September 1993, as "Childhood Cancer 
Month"; to the Committee on Post Office 
and Civil Service. 

S.J. Res. 126. Joint resolution designating 
September 10, 1993, as "National POW/MIA 
Recognition Day" and authorizing the dis
play of the National League of Families 
POW/MIA flag; to the Committees on Post 
Office and Civil Service and Veteran's Af
fairs. 

S. Con. Res. 38. Concurrent resolution to 
authorize the reprinting of the book entitled 
"The United States Capitol: A Brief Archi
tectural History"; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

S. Con. Res. 39. Concurrent resolution to 
authorize the printing of a new annotated 
edition of Glenn Brown's "History of the 
United States Capitol," originally published 
in two volumes in 1900 and 1903, prepared 
under the auspices of the Architect of the 
Capitol; to the Committee on House Admin
istration. 

S. Con. Res. 40. Concurrent resolution to 
authorize the printing of the book entitled 
"Constantino Burmidi: Artist of the Cap
itol," prepared by the Office of the Architect 
of the Capitol; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

S. Con. Res. 41. Concurrent resolution to 
authorize the printing of the book entitled 
"The Cornerstones of the United States Cap
itol" ; to the Committee on House Adminis
tration. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT 
RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 

Mr. ROSE, from the Committee on 
House Administration, reported that 
that committee had examined and 
found truly enrolled bills and joint res
olution of the House of the following 
titles, which were thereupon signed by 
the Speaker: 

R.R. 490. An act to provide for the convey
ance of certain lands and improvements in 
Washington, District of Columbia, to the Co
lumbia Hospital for Women to provide a site 
for the construction Of a facility to house 
the National Women's Health Resource Cen
ter; 

R.R. 2034. An act to authorize major medi
cal facility construction projects for the De
partment of Veterans Affairs for fiscal year 
1994, and for other purposes; 

R.R. 2264. An act to provide for reconc111-
ation pursuant to section 7 of the concurrent 
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resolution on the budget for the fiscal year 
1994; 

H.R. 2348. An act making appropriations 
for the Legislative Branch for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 1994, and for other pur
poses; 

H.R. 2667. An act making emergency sup
plemental appropriations for relief from the 
major, widespread flooding in the Midwest 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1993, 
and for other purposes; 

H.R. 2900. An act to clarify and revise the 
small business exemption from the nutrition 
labeling requirements of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act, and for other pur
poses; 

H.J. Res. 110. Joint resolution to authorize 
the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration to conduct appropriate pro
grams and activities to acknowledge the sta
tus of the county of Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, 
as the " World Capital of Aerobatics, " and for 
other purposes; and 

H.J. Res. 157. Joint resolution to designate 
September 13, 1993, as " Commodore John 
Barry Day.'' 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 
Mr. ROSE. from the Committee on 

House Administration, reported that 
that committee did on this day present 
to the President, for his approval, bills 
and joint resolutions of the House of 
the following title: 

On August 5, 1993: 
H.R. 416: An act to extend the period d.ur

ing which chapter 12 of title 11 of the United 
States Code remains in effect, and for other 
purposes, and 

H.R. 798: An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to codify the rates of disability 
compensation for veterans with service-con
nected disabilities and the rates of depend
ency and indemnity compensation for survi
vors of such veterans as such rates took ef
fect on December 1, 1992. 

On August 6, 1993: 
H.R. 631: An act to designate certain lands 

in the State of Colorado as components of 
the National Wilderness Preservation 8ys
tem, and for other purposes. 

On August 10, 1993: 
H.J. Res. 110: Joint resolution to authorize 

the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration to conduct appropriate pro
grams and activities to acknowledge the sta
tus of the county of Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, 
as the "World Capital of Aerobatics", and for 
other purposes; 

H.J. Res. 157: Joint resolution to designate 
September 13, 1993, as " Commodore John 
Barry Day"; 

H.R. 490: An act to provide for the convey
ance of certain lands and improvements in 
Washington, DC, to the Columbia Hospital 
for Women to provide a site for the construc
tion of a facility to house the National Wom
en's Health Resource Center: 

H.R. 2034: An act to authorize major medi
cal facility construction projects for the De
partment of Veterans Affairs for fiscal year 
1994, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 2264 : An act to provide for reconcili
ation pursuant to section 7 of the concurrent 
resolution on the budget for the fiscal year 
1994; 

H.R. 2348: An act making appropriations 
for the Legislative Branch for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 1994, and for other pur
poses; 

H.R. 2667 : An act making emergency sup
plemental appropriations for the relief from 
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the major, widespread flooding in the Mid
west for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
1993, and for other purposes; and 

H.R. 2900: An act to clarify and revise the 
small business exemption from the nutrition 
labeling requirements of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act, and for other pur
poses. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak
er, I move that the House do now ad
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accord
ingly (at 7 o'clock and 7 minutes p.m.) 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, September 9, 1993, at 10 a.m. 

MOTION TO DISCHARGE A 
COMMITTEE 

SEPTEMBER 8, 1993. 
To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REP

RESENTATIVES: 
Pursuant to clause 4, rule XXVII, I, 

JAMES M. lNHOFE, move to discharge 
the Committee on Rules from the con
sideration of the resolution (H. Res. 
134) amending the Rules of the House of 
Representatives to cause the publica
tion of Members signing a discharge 
motion, which was referred to said 
committee March 18, 1993, in support of 
which motion the undersigned Mem
bers of the House of Representatives 
affix their signatures, to wit: 

1. James M. Inhofe. 
2. John J. Duncan, Jr. 
3. Howard P. "Buck" McKean. 
4. Peter Hoekstra. 
5. Dan Miller. 
6. Richard W. Pombo. 
7. Y. Tim Hutchinson. 
8. Bob Inglis. 
9. Elton Gallegly. 
10. Bob Franks. 
11. Jack Quinn. 
12. David A. Levy. 
13. John M. McHugh. 
14. Rod Grams. 
15. Jack Kingston. 
16. Peter T. King. 
17. Bill Paxon. 
18. Rick Lazio. 
19. Scott Mcinnis. 
20. James M. Talent. 
21. Donald A. Manzullo. 
22. Peter G. Torkildsen. 
23. Michael A. " Mac" Collins. 
24. Joe Knollenberg. 
25. Stephen E . Buyer. 
26. Thomas W. Ewing. 
27. Michael Huffington. 
28. Peter Blute. 
29. Michael D. Crapo. 
30. Bob Goodlatte. 
31. Bill Baker. 
32. Deborah Pryce. 
33. Terry Everett. 
34. Roscoe G . Bartlett. 
35. Wally Herger. 
36. Stephen Horn. 
37. Sam Johnson. 
38. John L. Mica. 
39. Rob Portman 
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40. Porter J. Goss. 
41. James C. Greenwood. 
42. John Linder. 
43. Jim Ramstad. 
44. Jim Bunning. 
45. Larry Combest. 
46. Howard Coble. 
47. David Dreier. 
48. Eric Fingerhut. 
49. John T. Doolittle. 
50. Charles H. Taylor. 
51. Wayne Allard. 
52. Randy "Duke" Cunningham. 
53. Harold Rogers. 
54. Frank R. Wolf. 
55. Jim McCrery. 
56. Michael N. Castle. 
57. Dan Burton. 
58. C.W. Bill Young. 
59. Dean A. Gallo. 
60. Ernest J. Istook, Jr. 
61. Tom De Lay. 
62. Don Young. 
63. Nick Smith. 
64. David L. Hobson. 
65. Jay Dickey. 
66. Bob Stump. 
67. John A. Boehner. 
68. Cliff Stearns. 
69. Bill Mccollum. 
70. Dave Camp. 
71. Mel Hancock. 
72. Sonny Callahan. 
73. Nancy L . Johnson. 
74. Philip M. Crane. 
75. Bill Barrett. 
76. Alfred A. McCandless. 
77. Joel Hefley. 
78. J. Dennis Hastert. 
79. Richard H. Baker. 
80. Helen Delich Bentley. 
81. Wayne T. Gilchrest. 
82. Cass Ballenger. 
83. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen. 
84. Olympia J. Snowe. 
85. F . James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
86. James V. Hansen. 
87. Jan Meyers. 
88. Jim Lightfoot. 
89. Craig Thomas. 
90. Robert H. Michel. 
91. Robert S. Walker. 
92. Gerald B.H. Solomon. 
93. Ronald K. Machtley. 
94. William F. Clinger, Jr. 
95. Lincoln Diaz-Balart. 
96. Edward R. Royce. 
97. Jennifer Dunn. 
98. Charles T. Canady. 
99. Spencer T. Bachus III. 
100. Ron Packard. 
101. Arthur Ravenel, Jr. 
102. Jay Kim. 
103. Tillie K . Fowler. 
104. Christopher Cox. 
105. Fred Upton. 
106. Rick Santorum. 
107. Ken Calvert. 
108. Jon Kyl. 
109. William M. Thomas. 
110. Dan Schaefer. 
111. Richard K. Armey. 
112. Martin R. Hoke. 
113. Bill Emerson. 
114. Henry J. Hyde . 



20362 
115. Joe Skeen. 
116. Henry Bonilla. 
117. Sherwood L. Boehlert. 
118. Lamar S. Smith. 
119. Robert K. Dornan. 
120. Dana Rohrabacher. 
121. Paul E. Gillmor. 
122. Pat Roberts. 
123. William H. Zeliff, Jr. 
124. Michael Bilirakis. 
125. John Edward Porter. 
126. Newt Gingrich. 
127. Thomas E. Petri. 
128. Bob Livingston. 
129. Toby Roth. 
130. Joseph M. McDade. 
131. Jim Saxton. 
132. Christopher Shays. 
133. E. Clay Shaw, Jr. 
134. Susan Molinari. 
135. Amo Houghton. 
136. John R. Kasich. 
137. Dick Zimmer. 
138. Don Sundquist. 
139. Thomas J. Bliley, Jr. 
140. Herbert H. Bateman. 
141. Fred Grandy. 
142. Carlos J. Moorhead. 
143. Duncan Hunter. 
144. Marge Roukema. 
145. Jim Nussle. 
146. Jack Fields. 
147. Barbara F. Vucanovich. 
148. Joe Barton. 
149. Harris W. Fawell. 
150. Steve Gunderson. 
151. James H. (Jimmy) Quillen. 
152. William F. Goodling. 
153. Steven Schiff. 
154. Bill Archer. 
155. Scott L. Klug. 
156. Curt Weldon. 
157. Christopher H. Smith. 
158. Gary A. Franks. 
159. Floyd Spence. 
160. J. Alex McMillan. 
161. Doug Bereuter. 
162. Hamilton Fish, Jr. 
163. Robert F. (Bob) Smith. 
164. James A. Leach. 
165. Tom Lewis. 
166. George W. Gekas. 
167. Thomas J. Ridge. 
168. Greg Laughlin. 
169. Gary A. Condit. 
170. Douglas Applegate. 
171. James A. Traficant. 
172. James T. Walsh. 
173. Tim Valentine. 
174. Bud Shuster. 
175. Mike Parker. 
176. Ralph M. Hall. 
177. Jill L. Long. 
178. Dick Swett. 
179. Bart Stupak. 
180. Jim Kolbe. 
181. Robert E. (Bud) Cramer, Jr. 
182. Owen B. Pickett. 
183. Pat Danner. 
184. J. Roy Rowland. 
185. Pete Geren. 
186. Charles W. Stenholm. 
187. W.J. (Billy) Tauzin. 
188. L.F . Payne. 
189. Douglas (Pete) Peterson. 
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190. Glenn Poshard. 
191. Gene Taylor. 
192. Frank Pallone, Jr. 
193. Timothy J. Penny. 
194. Peter A. DeFazio. 
195. James H. Bilbray. 
196. Paul McHale. 
197. Jim Slattery. 
198. Nathan Deal. 
199. Ralph Regula. 
200. Michael G. Oxley. 
201. Constance A. Morella. 
202. Jerry Lewis. 
203. George E. Sangmeister. 
204. Andrew Jacobs. 
205. James A. Barcia. 
206. William 0. Lipinski. 
207. Jerry F. Costello. 
208. Karen Shepherd. 
209. Jay Inslee. 
210. Maria Cantwell. 
211. Karan English. 
212. Jane Harman. 
213. Jim Bacchus. 
214. Martin T. Meehan. 
215. Thomas H. Andrews. 
216. James A. Hayes. 
217. Robert E. Andrews. 
218. Marjorie Margolies-Mezvinsky. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as fol
lows: 

1729. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Marketing and Inspection Services, U.S. De
partment of Agriculture, Assistant Attorney 
General, transmitting a report to the Con
gress on the extent and effects of domestic 
and international terrorism on animal enter
prises; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

1730. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting an 
amendment to the fiscal year 1994 request for 
appropriations for the Department of Jus
tice, pursuant to 31 U.S .C. 1107 (H. Doc. No. 
103-128); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

1731. A letter from the Comptroller General 
of the United States, transmitting a month
ly listing of new investigations, audits, and 
evaluations; to the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

1732. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting notifica
tion making available appropriations of 
$402.4 million for the Departments of Agri
culture, Education, Labor, and Transpor
tation, and for the Legal Services Corpora
tion (H. Doc. No. 103-130); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

1733. A letter from the Director, Standards 
of Conduct Office, Department of Defense, 
transmitting a report of individuals who 
filed DD Form 1787, Report of DOD and De
fense Related Employment, for fiscal year 
1992, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2397; to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

1734. A letter from the Secretary of De
fense, transmitting the 1993 Joint Military 
Net Assessment, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 113(1) ; 
to the Comm! ttee on Armed Services. 

1735. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
Defense, transmitting Selected Acquisition 
Reports [SARSJ for the quarter ending June 
30, 1993, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2432; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

1736. A letter from the Acting General 
Counsel, Department of Defense , transmit
ting a draft of proposed legislation to amend 
title 10, United States Code, and the Na
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Years 1992 and 1993 to extend test program of 
leases of real property for activities related 
to special forces operations; to the Commit
tee on Armed Services. 

1737. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Defense Programs, Department 
of Energy, transmitting revised notice of in
tent to prepare a Programmatic Environ
mental Impact Statement for Reconfigura
tion of the Nuclear Weapons Complex; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

1738. A letter from the Acting General 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, transmitting a draft of proposed leg
islation to authorize appropriations for civil 
defense programs for fiscal year 1994, pursu
ant to 31 U.S.C. 1110; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1739. A letter from the Secretary of De
fense, transmitting a report entitled " The 
Bottom-Up Review: Forces for a New Era"; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

1740. A letter from the Director, Export
Import Bank of the United States, transmit
ting a report involving United States exports 
to the Republic of Malaysia, pursuant to 12 
U.S.C. 635(b)(3)(i); to the Committee on 
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs. 

1741. A letter from the Director, Export
Import Bank of the United States, transmit
ting a report involving United States exports 
to the Republic of Colombia, pursuant to 12 
U.S.C. 635(b)(3)(1 ); to the Committee on 
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs. 

1742. A letter from the Director, Export
Import Bank of the United States, transmit
ting a report involving United States exports 
to Algeria, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(3)(i); 
to the Committee on Banking, Finance and 
Urban Affairs. 

1743. A letter from the Director, Export
Import Bank of the United States, transmit
ting a report involving United States exports 
to Luxembourg, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 
635(b)(3)(1); to the Committee on Banking, 
Finance and Urban Affairs. 

1744. A letter from the Director, Export
Import Bank of the United States, transmit
ting a report involving United States exports 
to the State of Israel , pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 
635(b)(3)(i); to the Committee on Banking, 
Finance and Urban Affairs. 

1745. A letter from the Director, Export
Import Bank of the United States, transmit
ting a report involving United States exports 
to the State of Bahrain, pursuant to 12 
U.S.C. 635(b)(3)(i ); to the Committee on 
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs. 

1746. A letter from the Director, Export
Import Bank of the United States, transmit
ting a report involving United States exports 
to Romania, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 
635(b)(3)(i); to the Committee on Banking, 
Finance and Urban Affairs. 

1747. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation's report on 
comparability of pay and benefits, pursuant 
to Public Law 101- 73, section 1206 (103 Stat. 
523); to the Committee on Banking, Finance 
and Urban Affairs. 

1748. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10-75, " Insurance 
Regulatory Trust Fund Act of 1993," pursu
ant to D.C. Code, section l -233(c)( l ); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1749. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10-76, " Managing 
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General Agents Act of 1993", pursuant to the 
D.C. Code, section 1-233(c)(l); to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia. 

1750. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10--77, "Required 
Annual Financial Statements and Participa
tion in the NAIC Insurance Regulatory Infor
mation System Act of 1993," pursuant to 
D.C. Code, section 1_:_233(c)(l); to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia. 

1751. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10--78, "Standards 
to Identify Insurance Companies Deemed to 
be in Hazardous Financial Condi ti on Act of 
1993," pursuant to D.C. Code, section 1-
233(c)(l); to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

1752. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10--79, "Holding 
Company System Act of 1993," pursuant to · 
D.C. Code, section 1-233(c)(l); to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia. 

1753. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10--80, "Tenant As
sistance Program Payment Limitation 
Amendment Act of 1993," pursuant to D.C. 
Code, section 1-233(c)(l); to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1754. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10--91, "Risk Re
tention Act of 1993," pursuant to D.C. Code, 
section 1-233(c)(l); to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1755. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10--92, "Reinsur
ance Intermediary Act of 1993," pursuant to 
D.C. Code, section 1-233(c)(l); to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia. 

1756. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10--94, "Law on 
Examinations Act of 1993," pursuant to D.C. 
Code, section 1-233(c)(l); to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

1757. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 10--95, "Life Insurance Actu
arial Opinion of Reserves Act of 1993," pursu
ant to D.C. Code, section l-233(c)(l); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1758. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10--96, "Property 
and Liability Insurance Guaranty Associa
tion Act of 1993," pursuant to D.C. Code, sec
tion 1-233(c)(l); to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

1759. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting a copy of D.C. Act 10--97, "Business 
Transacted with Producer Controlled Insurer 
Act of 1993," pursuant to D.C. Code, section 
1-233(c)(l); to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

1760. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 10--107, "Technical Amend
ments Act of 1993," pursuant to D.C. Code, 
section 1-233(c)(l); to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

1761. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
Council of the District of Columbia, trans
mitting· a copy of D.C. Act 10--93, "Annual 
Audited Financial Reports Act of 1993," pur
suant to D.C. Code, section 1-233(c)(l); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1762. A letter from the Secretary of Edu
cation, transmitting Final Regulations-Co-

operative Education Program: General; Ad
ministration Projects; Demonstration 
Projects; Research Projects; and Training 
Projects, pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 1232(d)(l); to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

1763. A letter from the Secretary of Edu
cation, transmitting Final Regulations-Pa
tricia Roberts Harris Fellowship Program, 
pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 1232(d)(l); to the Com
mittee on Education and Labor. 

1764. A letter from the Secretary of Edu
cation, transmitting Final Regulations
Robert C. Byrd Honors Scholarship Program, 
pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 1232(d)(l); to the Com
mittee on Education and Labor. 

1765. A letter from the Secretary of Edu
cation, transmitting Final Regulations
Paul Douglas Teacher Scholarship Program, 
pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 1232(d)(l); to the Com
mittee on Education and Labor. 

1766. A letter from the Secretary of Edu
cation, transmitting Final Regulations
Urban Community Service Program, pursu
ant to 20 U.S.C. 1232(d)(l); to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

1767. A letter from the Secretary of Edu
cation, transmitting a copy of Final Regula
tions-Library Education and Human Re
source Development Program, pursuant to 20 
U.S.C. 1232(d)(l); to the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor. 

1768. A letter from the Secretary of Edu
cation, transmitting a copy of Final Regula
tions-College Facilities Loan Program, pur
suant to 20 U.S.C. 1232(d)(l); to the Commit
tee on Education and Labor. 

1769. A letter from the Secretary of Edu
cation, transmitting a copy of Notice of 
Final Priority-Training, Technical Assist
ance, and Transition Assistance for the Cen
ters for Independent Living Program, pursu
ant to 20 U.S.C. 1232(d)(l); to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

1770. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Inspector General, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting a copy of the 
Superfund Financial Activities at the Na
tional Institute of Environmental Health 
Sciences for fiscal year 1993, pursuant to 31 
U.S.C. 7501 note; to the Committee on En
ergy and Commerce. 

1771. A letter from the Administrator, En
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit
ting the Toxic Substances Control Act report 
for fiscal years 1990 and 1991, pursuant to 15 
U.S.C. 2608(d); to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

1772. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Assistance Agency, transmitting 
notification of the Department of the Air 
Force's proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac
ceptance [LOA] to Korea for defense articles 
and services (Transmital No. 93--33), pursuant 
to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

1773. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Assistance Agency, transmitting 
notification of the agreement between the 
United States Government and the Govern
ment of Israel relating to a War Reserve Pro
gram in Israel for defense articles and serv
ices (Transmital No. 93--31), pursuant to 22 
U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Committee on Foreign · 
Affairs. 

1774. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Assistance Agency, transmitting 
notification of the Departments of the 
Army's proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac
ceptance [LOA] to the Coordination Council 
of North American Affairs for defense arti
cles and services (Transmittal No. 93--32), 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

1775. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Assistance Agency, transmitting 

notification of the Departments of the Air 
Force's proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac
ceptance [LOA] to Turkey for defense arti
cles and services (Transmittal No . 93--27), 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

1776. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Assistance Agency, transmitting 
the Department of the Army's proposed lease 
of defense articles to Canada (Transmittal 
No. 13--93), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1777. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Assistance Agency, transmitting 
the Department of the Army's proposed lease 
of defense articles to Australia (Transmittal 
No. 14--93), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2796a(a); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1778. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Assistance Agency, transmitting 
notification of the Departments of the 
Navy's proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac
ceptance [LOA] to Thailand for defense arti
cles and services (Transmittal No. 93--34), 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

1779. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Assistance Agency, transmitting 
the listing of all outstanding Letters of Offer 
to sell any major defense equipment for $1 
million or more; the listing of all Letters of 
Offer that were accepted, as of June 30, 1993, 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(a); to the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

1780. A letter from the Acting Director, De
fense Security Assistance Agency, transmit
ting the Department of the Army's proposed 
lease of defense articles to Denmark (Trans
mittal No . 12-93), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
2796a(a); to the Committee on Foreign Af
fairs. 

1781. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting notification of the President's 
intent to exercise the authority of section 
610(a) of the act to transfer funds made avail
able for section 23 of the AECA to the Eco
nomic Support Fund providing assistance to 
the Government of Mexico for the repatri
ation of illegal Chinese migrants, pursuant 
to 22 U.S.C. 2318(b)(2); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

1782. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting the bi
monthly report on progress toward a nego
tiated solution of the Cyprus problem, in
cluding any relevant reports from the Sec
retary General of the United Nations, pursu
ant to 22 U.S.C. 2373(c); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

1783. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a report 
regarding activities taken and money spent 
pursuant to the emergency declaration (H. 
Doc. No. 103--127); to the Committee on For
eign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

1784. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of State for Legislative Affairs, transmitting 
copies of the original report of political con
tributions by nominees to be Ambassadors 
designate, and members of their families, 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 3944(b)(2); to the Cam
mi ttee on Foreign Affairs. 

1785. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of State for Legislative Affairs, transmitting 
copies of the report of political contributions 
by John D. Negroponte, of New York, to be 
Ambassador to the Republic of the Phil
ippines, and members of his family, pursuant 
to 22 U.S.C. 3944(b)(2); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

1786. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of State for Legislative Affairs, transmitting 
copies of the report of political contributions 
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by Peter F. Romero, of Florida, to be Ambas
sador to the Republic of Ecuador and mem
bers of his family, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
3944(b)(2); to the Committee on Foreign Af
fairs . 

1787. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of State for Legislative Affairs, transmitting 
copies of the report of political contributions 
by William Green Miller, of Virginia, to be 
Ambassador to the Ukraine, and members of 
his family, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 3944(b)(2); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1788. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of State for Legislative Affairs, transmitting 
copies of the original reports of political 
contributions by David P. Rawson, of Michi
gan, to be Ambassador designate to the Re
public of Rawanda, and members of his fami
lies, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 3944(b)(2); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1789. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b(a); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1790. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad
viser for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting copies of international 
agreements, other than treaties, entered into 
by the United States, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 
112b(a); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1791. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report on the Khmer Rouge 
violations of the U.N. peace agreement and 
the U.S. response to those violations; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1792. A letter from the General Counsel of 
the Department of Defense, transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation to restore equal 
treatment of foreign military sales and di
rect commercial sales in nonrecurr!ng cost 
recoupment; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

1793. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, transmitting OMB 
estimate of the amount of change in outlays 
or receipts, as the case may be, in each fiscal 
year through fiscal year 1998 resulting from 
passage of S. 1295, pursuant to Public Law 
101-508, section 13101(a) (104 Stat. 1388-582); to 
the Committee on Government Operations. 

1794. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, transmitting OMB 
estimate of the amount of change in outlays 
or receipts, as the case may be, in each fiscal 
year through fiscal year 1998 resulting from 
passage of H.R. 2264, pursuant to Public Law 
101-508, section 13101(a) (104 Stat. 1388-582); to 
the Committee on Government Operations. 

1795. A letter from the General Services 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis
tration's Annual Report for Fiscal Year 1992; 
to the Committee on Government Oper
ations. 

1796. A letter from the Clerk, U.S. House of 
Representatives, transmitting the quarterly 
report of receipts and expenditures of appro
priations and other funds for the period April 
1, 1993 through June 30, 1993, pursuant to 2 
U.S.C. 104a (H. Doc. No. 10~131); to the Com
mittee on House Administration and ordered 
to be printed. 

1797. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Director for Collection and Disbursement, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting a 
report on proposed refunds of excess royalty 
payments in OCS areas, pursuant to 43 U.S.C. 
1339(b); to the Committee on Natural Re
sources. 

1798. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Director for Collection and Disbursement, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting a 

report on proposed refunds of excess royalty 
payments in OCS areas, pursuant to 43 U.S.C. 
1339(b); to the Committee on Natural Re
sources. 

1799. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Director for Collection and Disbursement, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting a 
report on proposed refunds of excess royalty 
payments in OCS areas, pursuant to 43 U.S.C. 
1339(b); to the Committee on Natural Re
sources. 

1800. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Director for Collection and Disbursement, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting a 
report on proposed refunds of excess royalty 
payments in OCS areas, pursuant to 43 U.S.C. 
1339(b); to the Committee on Natural Re
sources. 

1801. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Director for Collection and Disbursement, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting a 
report on proposed refunds of excess royalty 
payments in OCS areas, pursuant to 43 U.S.C. 
1339(b); to the Committee on Natural Re
sources. 

1802. A letter from the Chairman, Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation, transmit
ting a copy of the 1992 activities report to 
the President and Congress, pursuant to 16 
U.S.C. 470(b); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

1803. A letter from the Secretary of the In
terior, transmitting a draft of proposed legis
lation to provide for increases in authoriza
tion ceilings for development in certain 
units of the National Park System, for oper
ation of the Volunteers in the Parks Pro
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Natural Resources. 

1804. A letter from the Chairman, Merit 
Systems Protection Board, transmitting the 
Board's report entitled "Federal Personnel 
Offices: Time for Change?"; to the Commit
tee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

1805. A letter from the National Advisory 
Council on the Public Service, transmitting 
the Council ' s report entitled "Ensuring the 
Highest Quality National Public Service," 
pursuant to Public Law 101-363, section 8 (104 
Stat. 427); to the Committee on Post Office 
and Civil Service. 

1806. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting a plan 
to establish a separate pay and classification 
system for law enforcement officers, pursu
ant to Public Law 101-509, section 412 (104 
Stat. 1469); to the Committee on Post Office 
and Civil Service. 

1807. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Civil Works), transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation to modify the 
project for flood control at Halstead, KS, to 
authorize the Secretary of the Army to con
struct the project at a total cost of 
$11,100,000; to the Committee on Public 
Works and Transportation. 

1808. A letter from the Secretary of Trans
portation, transmitting notification of the 
actions the Secretary has taken with regard 
to Murtala Muhammed International Airport 
[LOS], Lagos, Nigeria, pursuant to section 
1115(e)(3) of the Federal Aviation Act; to the 
Committee on Public Works and Transpor
tation. 

1809. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting his intent 
to designate Peru as a beneficiary of the 
trade-liberalizing measures provided for in 
the Andean Trade Preference Act, pursuant 
to 19 U.S.C. 3202 (H. Doc. No. 10~129) ; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and references to the prop
er calendar, as follows: 
[Pursuant to the order of the House on August 

6, 1993, the following report was filed on Au
gust 31, 1993] 

Mr. BROWN of California: Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology. H.R. 2820. A 
bill to authorize appropriations for the Fed
eral Aviation Administration for fiscal years 
1994 1995, and 1996 for research, engineering, 
and development to increase the efficiency 
and safety of air transport; with an amend
ment (Rept. 10~225). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 5 of rule X and clause 4 
of rule XXII, public bills and resolu
tions were introduced and severally re
ferred as follows: 

By Ms. NORTON (for herself and Mrs. 
MORELLA): 

H.R. 3019. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for a temporary ex
tension and the orderly termination of the 
performance management and recognition 
system, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. FILNER: 
H.R. 3020. A bill to amend the Water Qual

ity Act of 1987 relating to the treatment 
works being constructed by the Inter
national Boundary and Water Commission in 
San Diego, CA; to the Committee on Public 
Works and Transportation. 

By Mr. GALLEGLY: 
H.R. 3021. A bill to prohibit the admission 

to the United States as refugees of individ
uals who have served in the armed forces of 
Iraq during the Persian Gulf conflict; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL of Texas: 
H.R. 3022. A bill to amend title 10, United 

States Code, to restore the eligibility of 
former members of the uniformed services 
who are entitled to retired or retainer pay or 
equivalent pay, or a dependent of such mem
bers, and who are eligible for hospital insur
ance benefits under part A of title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395 et 
seq. ) for prescription pharmaceuticals 
through the military medical system; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. MORAN: 
H.R. 3023. A bill to amend title 10, United 

States Code, to eliminate the disparity be
tween civilian and military retiree cost-of
living adjustments caused by the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. RAMSTAD (for himself, Mr. 
MICHEL, Mr. GINGRICH, Mr. ARMEY, 
Mr. HYDE, Mr. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 
DELA y' Mr. HUNTER, Mr. p AXON. Mr. 
CRAPO, Mr. COBLE, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. 
EMERSON, Mr. KIM, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. 
GILCHREST, Mr. CANADY, Mr. BARTON 
of Texas, Mr. HERGER, Mr. SPENCE, 
Mr. EWING, Mr. POMBO, Mr. DOO
LITTLE, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. SMITH 
of Michigan, Mr. ZIMMER, Mr. Goss. 
Ms. FOWLER, Mr. BAKER of California, 
Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. WOLF, Mr. 
MCMILLAN, Mr. NUSSLE, Mr. SAXTON, 
Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, 
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Mr. ROYCE, Mr. TAYLOR of North 
Carolina, Mr. GALLO, Mr. DREIER, Mr. 
Cox, Mr. CAMP, Mr. MYERS of Indi
ana, Mr. QUINN, Mr. SUNDQUIST, Mr. 
STUMP, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. BUYER, Mr. 
LINDER, Mr. UPTON, Mr. MOORHEAD, 
Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. KING, Mr. WALK
ER, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
FIELDS of Texas, Mr. ROTH, Mr. 
HOEKSTRA, Mr. BLUTE, Mr. 
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, 
Mr. GEKAS, Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska, 
Mr. BUNNING, Mr. ROGERS, Mr. CRANE, 
Mr. HANSEN, Mr. THOMAS of Wyo
ming, Mr. CONDIT, Mr. KLUG, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. TORKILDSEN, Mr. SEN
SENBRENNER, Mr. DICKEY, Mr. 
WELDON, Mr. MICA, Mr. SCHAEFER, 
Mr. PORTER, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. TAL
ENT, Mr. WALSH, Mr. SKEEN, Mr. 
BOEHNER, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. GRAMS, 
Mr. MACHTLEY, Mr. HANCOCK, Mr. 
SOLOMON, Ms. DUNN, Mr. OXLEY, Mr. 
HASTERT, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. HORN, Mr. 
FRANKS of Connecticut, Ms. SNOWE, 
Mr. ZELIFF, Mr. DORNAN, and Mr. 
HOBSON) : 

R.R. 3024. A bill to eliminate the retro
active tax increases contained in the Reve
nue Reconciliation Act of 1993; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. SCHROEDER (for herself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. SYNAR, and Ms. NORTON): 

R.R. 3025. A bill to prohibit the distribu
tion of free samples of smokeless tobacco 
products and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. SCHROEDER (for herself, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. ANDREWS of Texas, Mr. 
SYNAR, and Ms. NORTON): 

R.R. 3026. A bill to amend the Internal Rev
enue Code of 1986 to increase the excise taxes 
on smokeless tobacco to an amount equiva
lent to the tax on cigarettes and to use the 
resulting revenues to fund a trust fund for 
programs to reduce the use of smokeless to
bacco; jointly, to the Committees on Ways 
and Means and Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan (for him
self, Mr. ARMEY, Mr. BACHUS of Ala
bama, Mr. BARCIA of Michigan, Mr. 
BARLOW, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, 
Mr. DELAY, Mr. FISH, Mr. HOEKSTRA, 
Mr. HUNTER, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. 
MICA, Mr. SPENCE, Mr. TALENT, Mr. 
MYERS of Indiana, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. 
HYDE, and Mr. PAXON): 

R .R. 3027. A bill to amend the Internal Rev
enue Code of 1986 to provide an expanded 
medical expenses deduction; to the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him
self, Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina, 
Mr. CLAYTON, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. WELDON, Mr. MCHALE, 
and Mr. HYDE): 

R.R. 3028. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to establish a 
program to provide pregnant women with 
certificates to cover expenses incurred in re
ceiving services at maternity and housing 
services facilities and to direct the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development to pro
vide assistance to nonprofit entities for the 
rehabilitation of existing structures for use 
as facilities to provide housing and services 
to pregnant women; jointly, to the Commit
tees on Energy and Commerce and Banking, 
Finance and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him
self, Mr. LIGHTFOOT, Mr. MAZZOLI, 
Mr. UPTON , Mr. PORTER, Mr. INGLIS of 
South Carolina, Mr. BONIOR, Mr. 
JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr. 

PARKER, Mr. LAFALCE, Mr. EMERSON, 
Mr. HALL of Ohio, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. WALSH, Mr. GALLEGLY, 
Mr. SOLOMON, Mr. WELDON, Mr . 
PAXON, Mr. HUTTO, Mr. RIDGE, Mr. 
OBERSTAR, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mrs. 
VUCANOVICH, Mr. ZIMMER, Mr. WOLF, 
Mr. HYDE, and Mr. KYL): 

R.R. 3029. A bill to establish grant pro
grams and provide other forms of Federal as
sistance to pregnant women, children in need 
of adoptive families, and individuals and 
families adopting children; jointly, to the 
Committees on Energy and Commerce, 
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs, Edu
cation and Labor, Post Office and Civil Serv
ice, Armed Services, Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, and Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZIMMER (for himself, Mr. 
LIGHTFOOT, and Mr. PORTMAN): 

R.R. 3030. A bill to repeal the increase in 
the tax on transportation fuels made by the 
Revenue Reconciliation Act of 1993: to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZIMMER (for himself, Mr. 
LIGHTFOOT, and Mr. PORTMAN): 

R.R. 3031. A bill to repeal the reduction in 
the deductible portion of business meals and 
entertainment made by the Revenue Rec
onciliation Act of 1993: to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAMSTAD (for himself, Mr. 
GINGRICH, Mr. ARMEY, Mr. HYDE, Mr. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. DELAY, Mr. HUNTER, 
Mr. PAXON, Mr. ARCHER, Mr. CRAPO, 
Mr. COBLE, Mr. EMERSON, Mr. KIM, 
Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. CANADY, Mr. 
HERGER, Mr. SPENCE, Mr. EWING, Mr. 
POMBO, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Mr. SMITH of Michi
gan, Mr. ZIMMER, Mr. Goss, Ms. 
FOWLER, Mr. BAKER of California, Mr. 
SMITH of Texas, Mr. WOLF, Mr. Mc
MILLAN, Mr. NUSSLE, Mr. SAXTON, 
Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, 
Mr. ROYCE, Mr. GRAMS, Mr. TAYLOR 
of North Carolina, Mr. GALLO, Mr. 
DREIER, Mr. cox, Mr. CAMP, Mr. 
MYERS of Indiana, Mr. QUINN, Mr. 
SUNDQUIST, Mr. STUMP, Mr. INHOFE, 
Mr. BUYER, Mr. LINDER, Mr. UPTON, 
Mr. MOORHEAD, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. 
KING, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
FIELDS of Texas, Mr. !tOTH, Mr. 
HOEKSTRA, Mr. BLUTE, Mr. 
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, 
Mr. GEKAS, Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska, 
Mr. BUNNING, Mr. ROGERS, Mr. CRANE, 
Mr. HANSEN, Mr. THOMAS of Wyo
ming, Mr. KLUG, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
TORKILDSEN, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 
Mr. DICKEY, Mr. WELDON, Mr. MICA, 
Mr. SCHAEFER, Mr. PORTER, Mr. 
STEARNS, Mr. TALENT, Mr. SKEEN, 
Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. 
WALSH, Mr. HANCOCK, Mr. SOLOMON, 
Ms. DUNN, Mr. OXLEY, Mr. HASTERT, 
Mr. MCKEON , Mr. HORN, Mr. FRANKS 
of Connecticut, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. 
ZELIFF, Mr. DORNAN, and Mr. HOB
SON): 

H.J. Res. 256. Joint Resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States prohibiting Federal laws and 
rules that impose liability for conduct occur
ring before the date of enactment or issu
ance; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey (for him
self, Mr. WOLF, Mr. HYDE, and Mr. 
EMERSON ): 

H.J. Res. 257. Joint resolution to designate 
the period commencing on November 21, 1993, 
and ending on November 27, 1993, and the pe
riod commencing on November 20, 1994, and 

ending on November 26, 1994, each as "Na
tional Adoption Week" ; to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. GIL
MAN, Mr. BONIOR, Mr. LEWIS of Geor
gia, Mr. SOLOMON, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. 
WOLF, Mr. KNOLLENBERG , Mrs. KEN
NELLY, Mrs . MEEK, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. KING, Mr. KLEIN, Ms. 
KAPTUR, and Mr. PAYNE of New Jer
sey) : 

H. Con. Res. 140. Concurrent resolution ex
pressing the sense of the Congress that the 
60th anniversary of the Ukraine famine of 
1932-33 should serve as a reminder of the bru
tality of Stalin 's repressive policies toward 
the Ukrainian people; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEARNS (for himself, Mr. 
MANZULLO, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. 
KLECZKA, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr. 
FROST, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. CANADY, 
Mr. FIELDS of Texas, Mr. ANDREWS of 
Texas, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mrs. THURMAN, Mr. LANCASTER, Mr. 
EWING, Mr. WOLF, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. 
BEVILL, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, 
Mr. WELDON, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. GALLO, 
Mr. INHOFE, Mr. CRANE, Mr. DELAY, 
Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. STUMP, Mr. DOO
LITTLE, and Mr. BILBRAY): 

H. Con. Res. 141. Concurrent resolution re
garding the resettlement of enemy prisoners 
of war; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAMSTAD (for himself, Mr. 
GINGRICH, Mr. ARMEY, Mr. HYDE, Mr. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. DELAY, Mr. HUNTER, 
Mr. PAXON, Mr. ARCHER, Mr. CRAPO, 
Mr. COBLE, Mr. EMERSON, Mr. KIM, 
Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. CANADY, Mr. BAR
TON of Texas, Mr. HERGER, Mr. 
SPENCE, Mr. EWING, Mr. POMBO, Mr. 
DOOLITTLE, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. 
SMITH of Michigan, Mr. ZIMMER, Mr. 
Goss. Mrs . FOWLER, Mr. BAKER of 
California, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. 
WOLF, Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. NUSSLE, 
Mr. SAXTON, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. 
KNOLLENBERG, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. TAY
LOR of North Carolina, Mr. GALLO, 
Mr. DREIER, Mr. Cox, Mr. CAMP, Mr. 
MYERS of Indl.ana, Mr. QUINN, Mr. 
SUNDQUIST, Mr. STUMP, Mr. INHOFE, 
Mr. BUYER, Mr. LINDER, Mr. UPTON, 
Mr. MOORHEAD, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. 
KING, Mr. WALKER, Mr. SAM JOHNSON 
of Texas, Mr. FIELDS of Texas, Mr. 
ROTH, Mr. HO)<;KSTRA, Mr. BLUTE, Mr. 
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, 
Mr. GEKAS, Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska, 
Mr. BUNNING, Mr. ROGERS, Mr. CRANE, 
Mr. HANSEN, Mr. THOMAS of Wyo
ming, Mr. CONDIT, Mr. KLUG, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. TORKILDSEN, Mr. SEN
SENBRENNER, Mr. DICKEY, Mr. 
WELDON, Mr. MICA, Mr. SCHAEFER, 
Mr. PORTER, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
STEARNS, Mr. TALENT, Mr. SKEEN, 
Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. 
PENNY, Mr. WALSH, Mr. PORTMAN , Mr. 
GRAMS, Mr. MACHTLEY, Mr. HANCOCK, 
Mr. SOLOMON, Ms. DUNN, Mr. OXLEY, 
Mr. BEREUTER, Mr. HASTERT, Mr. 
MCKEON, Mr. HORN, Mr. FRANKS of 
Connecticut, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. ZELIFF, 
Mr. DORNAN, and Mr. HOBSON): 

H. Res. 247. Resolution amending the Rules 
of the House of Representatives to establish 
a point of order against considering any pro
vision of any measure that contains a retro
active tax increase; to the Committee on 
Rules. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HASTINGS: 
R.R. 3032. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Transportation to issue a certificate of 
documentation with appropriate endorse
ment for employment in the coastwise trade 
of the United States for the vessel Gallant 
Lady (official number 986167) and the vessel 
Gallant Lady (official number 936769); and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Mer
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, sponsors 

were added to public bills and resolu
tions as follows: 

R.R. 28: Mr. YATES and Mr. BLACKWELL. 
R.R. 88: Mr. ARMEY. 
R.R. 106: Mr. GREENWOOD. 
R.R. 123: Mr. DICKEY, Mrs. BENTLEY, and 

Mr. GOODLATTE. 
R .R. 124: Mr. PASTOR. 
R.R. 173: Mr. ARMEY. 
R.R. 322: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 

HILLIARD, and Mr. POSHARD. 
R .R . 323: Mr. PORTER and Mr. LEWIS of 

Florida. 
R.R. 349: Mr. BARCA of Wisconsin, Mr. 

SANDERS, and Mr. RUSH. 
R.R. 369: Mr. FAWELL, Mr. HANCOCK, and 

Mr. KASICH . 
R.R. 396: Mr. BAKER of California. 
R.R. 411: Mr. DREIER and Mr. WILLIAMS. 
R.R. 412: Mr. GINGRICH. 
R.R. 455: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr. AN-

DREWS of Maine. 
R.R. 456: Mr. ENGEL. 
R.R. 465: Mr. ARMEY. 
R.R. 476: Mr. MACHTLEY. 
R.R. 495: Mr. CONYERS . 
R.R. 509: Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. 

DORNAN, Mr. PORTMAN , and Mr. QUILLEN. 
R.R. 769: Mr. BORSKI and Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
R.R. 777: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
R.R. 790: Mr. HINCHEY, Mrs. MINK, and Mr. 

OBERST AR. 
R .R. 794: Mr. BALLENGER and Mr. DICKEY. 
R.R. 796: Mr. MINETA and Mr. KLEIN. 
R.R. 799: Mr. F INGERHUT, Mr. DORNAN, and 

Mr. BAKER of California. 
R .R. 830: Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. 

HAYES, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. CANADY, Mr. HALL 
of Texas, Mr. COPPERSMITH, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
WOLF, Mr. GALLO, Mr. SARPALIUS, Mr. WALK
ER, Mr. KASICH, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. LINDER, and 
Mr. COSTELLO. 

R.R. 859: Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. 
MACHTLEY, Mr. MCCLOSKEY, Mr. MFUME, Mr. 
OWENS, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. SMITH 
of New Jersey, Mr. ANDREWS of New Jersey, 
Mr. DELLUMS, and Mr. BORSKI. 

R.R. 876: Mr. DE LA GARZA, Mr. SCOTT, Mr. 
FROST, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. ZELIFF, Mr. 
KOPETSKI, Mr. SERRANO, and Mr. MURTHA. 

R .R. 898: Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, 
Mr. BISHOP, Mr. DIXON, Mr. LEWIS of Florida, 
Ms. FOWLER, Mr. JACOBS, Mr. GUNDERSON, 
Mr. HANSEN, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. SMITH of 
Texas, and Mr. HAMBURG. 

R.R. 911: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. ROBERTS, and 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

R.R. 921: Ms. PELOSI, Ms. CANTWELL, and 
Mr. BILBRA Y. 

R.R. 924: Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. 
KLUG, and Mr. GALLEGLY. 

R.R. 972: Mr. SANDERS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
RAHALL, Mr. BORSKI, and Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

R.R. 1015: Mr. SHAYS. 
R.R. 1025: Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
R.R. 1133: Mr. TRAFICANT, Mrs. ROUKEMA, 

Mr. BISHOP, Mr. KLUG, Mr. MCINNIS, Mr. 
MATSUI, and Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 

R.R. 1151: Mr. DARDEN, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. BAESLER, and Mr. 
SARPALIUS. 

R.R. 1155: Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
R.R. 1181: Mr. SCOTT, Ms. FURSE, and Mrs. 

UNSOELD. 
R.R. 1191: Mr. ROYCE and Mr. BAKER of 

California. 
R.R. 1202: Mr. BLACKWELL, Mrs. MEEK, Mr. 

HASTINGS, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. WATT, and Mr. 
DELLUMS. 

R .R. 1205: Mr. CRANE. 
R .R. 1209: Mr. JACOBS. 
R.R. 1234: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts and 

Mrs. VUCANOVICH. 
R .R. 1258: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
R.R. 1272: Mr. RAMSTAD. 
R.R. 1277: Mr. LINDER and Mr. HOKE. 
R.R. 1295: Mr. MCINNIS, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. 

DELAY, Mr. MCCOLLUM, Mr. HASTERT, and 
Mr. GRANDY. 

R.R. 1380: Mr. RUSH. 
R.R. 1383: Mr. BAKER of Louisiana, Mr. 

FINGERHUT, Mr. GILCHREST, and Mrs. 
MORELLA. 

R.R. 1393: Mr. BEREUTER. 
R.R. 1406: Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. TORKILDSEN, 

Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, and 
Mr. TORRICELLI. 

R.R. 1437: Mr. RUSH. 
R.R. 1459: Mr. BAKER of California. 
R.R. 1464: Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mrs. KEN

NELLY, Miss COLLINS of Michigan, Mr. 
MFUME, and Mr. RUSH. 

R.R. 1470: Mr. PICKLE. 
R.R. 1489: Mr. SCOTT. 
R.R. 1493: Mr. ARMEY. 
R.R. 1529: Mr. HAYES. 
R.R. 1532: Mr. HORN, Mr. QUINN, Mr. SCHIFF, 

Mr. TORKILDSEN, Mr. LEVY, Mr. MCCRERY, 
and Mr. SUNDQUIST. 

R .R. 1552: Mr. SANDERS and Ms. Ros
LEHTINEN. 

R.R. 1555: Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. SABO, Mr. 
NEAL of Massachusetts, and Mr. MINGE. 

R.R. 1560: Mr. MINGE. 
R.R. 1604: Mrs. MALONEY. 
R.R. 1620: Mr. KIM and Mr. ROHRABACHER. 
R.R. 1671 : Mr. FROST. 
R.R. 1687: Mr. ENGLISH of Oklahoma, Mr. 

KOPETSKI, and Mr. MINGE. 
R.R. 1697: Mr. DELAY, Mr. EVERETT, Mr. 

MAZZOLI, Mr. BEREUTER, Mr. SHAYS, and Mr. 
CALVERT. 

R.R. 1709: Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr. APPLEGATE, 
Mr. LINDER, Mrs. KENNELLY, Mr. STEARNS, 
Mr. MURPHY, Ms. F URSE, Mr. KNOLLENBERG , 
Mr. MICA, Mr. SARPALIUS, Mrs. FOWLER, Mr. 
ROTH, Mr. THOMAS of Wyoming, Mr. BONILLA, 
Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr. COYNE, 
Mr. DEAL, Mr. KING, Ms. SHEPHERD, Mr. BAR
LOW, and Ms. ESHOO. 

R .R . 1720: Mr. HUGHES. 
R.R. 1738: Mr. BROWN of California and Ms. 

Ros-LEHTINEN. 
R .R . 1788: Mr. FINGERHUT. 
R.R. 1796: Mr. SYNAR, Mr. GoNZALEZ, Mr. 

ENGEL, Mr. DE LA GARZA, Mr. ISTOOK, Mr. 
MACHTLEY, and Mr. SLATTERY. 

R .R. 1827: Ms. BYRNE. 
R.R. 1863: Mr. ISTOOK, Mr. MACHTLEY, Mr. 

DELAY, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. ROGERS, and Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER. 

R.R. 1897: Mr. YATES, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. 
UNDERWOOD, Mr. BAESLER, and Mr. ROSE. 

R.R. 1900: Mr. STUDDS, Mr. RUSH, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. MINGE, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. COLE
MAN, and Mr. HAMILTON. 

R.R. 1996: Ms. BYRNE. 
R.R. 2032: Mr. RAMSTAD. 
R .R. 2130: Mr. RUSH. 
R .R. 2135: Mr. SYNAR. 
R .R. 2137: Ms. MCKINNEY and Mr. ANDREWS 

of Maine. 
R.R. 2140: Mrs. THURMAN, Mr. OLVER, Mr. 

RUSH, and Mr. ANDREWS of Maine. 
R.R. 2175: Mr. RUSH. 
R.R. 2220: Mr. DELAY. 
R.R. 2326: Mrs. FOWLER, Mr. STRICKLAND, 

Mr. MINGE, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. 
FISH, Mr. PACKARD, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. 
PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. HEF
NER, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, and 
Mr. QUILLEN. 

R.R. 2331 : Mr. BONIOR and Mr. ANDREWS of 
Maine. 

R.R. 2346: Mr. GORDON. 
R.R. 2375: Mr. OLVER, Mr. NEAL of Massa

chusetts, Mr. ANDREWS of Maine, Mr. BISHOP, 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. KING, and Mr. COLE
MAN. 

R.R. 2394: Mr. RUSH, Mr. TUCKER, and Mr. 
FISH. 

R.R. 2395: Mr. RUSH, Mr. TUCKER, and Mr. 
FISH. 

R.R. 2414: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. AN-
DREWS of Maine, Mr. BISHOP, and Mr. FISH. 

R.R. 2452: Mr. BARCA of Wisconsin. 
R .R . 2461: Mr. JACOBS. 
R.R. 2481: Mrs. THURMAN, Mr. OLVER, Mr. 

SANDERS, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. AN
DREWS of Maine, Mr. FISH, and Mr. CANADY. 

R .R. 2488: Mrs. CLAYTON and Mr. MINGE. 
R .R. 2500: Mr. YATES. 
R .R. 2501: Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. EDWARDS of 

California, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. LEWIS of Geor
gia, and Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 

R.R. 2553: Mr. BISHOP. 
R.R. 2565: Mr. GILLMOR and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
R.R. 2566: Mr. GILLMOR and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
R.R. 2571: Mr. SCOTT, Mr. JOHNSON of South 

Dakota, Mr. MARTINEZ, and Mr. FISH. 
R.R. 2575: Mr. CALVERT. 
R.R. 2576: Mr. DIXON. 
R.R. 2586: Mr. HUGHES and Mr. LAFALCE. 
R.R. 2597: Mr. SCOTT. 
R.R. 2599: Mr. VALENTINE and Mr. SHAYS. 
R.R. 2602: Mr. ENGEL and Mr. STEARNS. 
R.R. 2606: Mr. DARDEN. 
R.R. 2615: Mr. ARMEY. 
R.R. 2641: Mr. KOPETSKI, Mr. MCCLOSKEY , 

Mr. FORD of Michigan, Mr. MAZZOLI, Mr. 
BARLOW, Mr. DARDEN, Mr. EVANS, Mr. MUR
PHY, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. NEAL of Massachu
setts, and Mr. RAMSTAD. 

R.R. 2705: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 
R.R. 2706: Mr. FISH. 
R .R. 2721 : Mr. BAESLER and Mr. SCOTT. 
R.R. 2741: Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. TOWNS, and 

Mr. PAYNE of New Jersey. 
R.R. 2787: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
R.R. 2814: Mr. SPRATT. 
R.R. 2834: Mr. MINGE and Mr. MAZZOLI. 
R.R. 2835: Mr. MINGE and Mr. MAZZOLI. 
R.R. 2841: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts and 

Mr. COSTELLO. 
R.R. 2858: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 
R.R. 2859: Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. 

KNOLLENBERG, Mr. ROTH, Mr. BARTLETT of 
Maryland, Mr. DORNAN, and Mr. PICKETT. 

R .R. 2872: Mr. FIELDS of Texas, Mr. 
MACHTLEY, Mr. WALSH, Mr. DICKEY, Mr. TAL
ENT, Mr. ROTH, and Mr. ARCHER. 

R .R. 2884: Mr. HOYER and Mr. 
F ALEOMAVAEGA. 

R .R. 2888: Mr. LANCASTER and Mr. BEILEN
SON. 

R.R. 2896: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts and 
Mr. TALENT. 

R.R. 2898: Mr. BEILENSON and Mr. YATES. 
R.R. 2921: Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. GORDON, Mr. 

LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. STARK, and Mr. THORN
TON. 
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H.R. 2951: Mr. SARPALIUS and Mr. FAZIO. 
H.J. Res. 38: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.J. Res. 86: Mr. PORTER, Mr. PETERSON of 

Minnesota, Mr. PACKARD, Mr. KLUG , Mr. 
REGULA, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. MACHTLEY , Mr. 
KINGSTON, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
CASTLE, Mr. ANDREWS of New Jersey, Mr. 
WYNN, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. BISHOP, Mr. HOYER, 
Mr. BAKER of California, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
GINGRICH, Mr. BACCHUS of Florida, Mr. SUND
QUIST, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. COOPER, and 
Mr. DEUTSCH. 

H.J. Res. 106: Mr. ANDREWS of Maine, Mr. 
BLILEY, and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

H.J. Res. 122: Mr. KLUG and Mr. DELAY. 
H.J. Res. 129: Mr. ROYCE and Mr. BAKER of 

California. 
H .J. Res. 137: Mr. HALL of Ohio and Mr. 

SAWYER. 
H .J. Res. 155: Mr. STUMP, Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. 

ESHOO, Mr. MAZZOLI, Mr. LEWIS of California, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. 
COYNE, Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. GORDON, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. LEACH, Mr. SANGMEISTER, 
Mr. GILMAN, Mr. BLILEY, Mr. HOYER, Ms. 
PELOSI, Mr. ANDREWS of New Jersey, Mr. 
UPTON, Mr. LANCASTER, Mr. POSHARD, Mr. 
BEREUTER, Mr. KLINK, Mr. BARCIA of Michi
gan, Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr. 
BILBRAY, Mr. BARRETT of Wisconsin, Mr. 
HASTERT, Mr. SLATTERY, Mr. CRANE, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Mr. FAWELL, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. 
HALL of Ohio, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. HOBSON, Mr. 
HILLIARD, Mr. NUSSLE, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. HORN, Mr. MATSUI, Mr. WELDON, 
Mr. ANDREWS of Maine, Mr. RIDGE, and Mr. 
MARKEY. 

H.J. Res. 165: Mr. SOLOMON, Mr. ROMERO
BARCELO, Mr. EVANS, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. ANDREWS of Maine, Mr. 
TORRICELLI, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. VALENTINE, 
Mr. BISHOP, Mr. HAYES, Ms. SCHENK, Ms. 
LOWEY, Mr. LAZIO, and Mr. OXLEY. 

H.J. Res. 173: Mr. BACHUS of Alabama. 
H.J. Res. 185: Mr. BLILEY, Mr. CLYBURN, 

Mr. DELAY, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. KINGSTON, and 
Mr. KOPETSKI. 

H.J. Res . 199: Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. 
MACHTLEY, Mr. SARPALIUS, Ms. MALONEY, 
Mr. POSHARD, Mr. SAXTON , Mr. FIELDS of 
Texas, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. KLEIN, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. SCHAEFER, Mr. COBLE, Mr. ACKER
MAN, Mr. GALLO, and Mr. FISH. 

H.J. Res. 205: Mr. EMERSON, Mr. HOEKSTRA, 
Mr. SWETT, Ms. THURMAN, Mr. ANDREWS of 
Maine, Mr. OLVER, Mr. PAYNE of Virginia, 
Mr. LIVINGSTON, Mr. PICKLE, Mr. MONTGOM- . 
ERY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. TAUZIN, Mr. LAFALCE, 
Mr. RUSH, Mr. BREWSTER, Mr. VALENTINE, 
Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. BEVILL, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. BLI
LEY, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. BARRETT 
of Nebraska, Mr. WHITTEN, Ms. FURSE, Ms. 
LOWEY, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. FAZIO, Mr. 
GALLO, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. MOORHEAD, Mr. 
STUDDS, Mrs. MINK, Mr. LEWIS of California, 

Mr. DELLUMS, Mr. KREIDLER, Mr. HUTTO, Mr. 
TRAFICANT, Mr. RAMSTAD, and Mr. SCHAEFER. 

H .J. Res. 206: Mr. SISISKY, Mr. MINETA, Mr. 
MOLLOHAN, Mrs. KENNELLY, Mr. CARR, Mr. 
DOOLITTLE, Mr. FORD of Michigan, Mr. 
GALLO, Mr. GEKAS, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. HOYER, 
Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. PAYNE of 
Virginia, Mr. REED, Mrs. ROUKEMA, Mr. 
SHAW, Mrs. UNSOELD, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. LAN
TOS, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. MCDADE, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mrs. VUCANOVICH, Mr. FRANKS of 
New Jersey, Ms. THURMAN, Mr. MOORHEAD, 
Mr. CARDIN, Mr. COOPER, Mr. EWING, Mr. RA
HALL, Mr. LANCASTER, Mr. BALLENGER, Mr. 
SHAYS, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. HANSEN, Ms. FURSE, Mr. 
LAFALCE, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. GOODLING, Mr. 
PORTER, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
KNOLLENBERG, Mr. DE LA GARZA, Mr. MYERS 
of Indiana, Mr. PETERSON of Florida, Mr. 
WELDON, Mr. BARCIA of Michigan, Mr. PICK
ETT, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. TAUZIN, Mr. 
TORKILDSEN, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. INHOFE, and 
Mr. TRAFICANT. 

H.J. Res. 219: Mr. SAXTON, Mr. QUILLEN, 
Mr. MCDADE, Mr. PORTER, Mr. 
HOCHBRUECKNER, Mr. DELLUMS, Mr. SHAW, 
Mr. DARDEN, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. TAY
LOR of North Carolina, Mr. BARRETT of Ne
braska, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. SAM JOHNSON, 
Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. FISH, Mr. BEREUTER, Mr. 
DORNAN, Mr. LEWIS of California, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mr. LEWIS of Florida, Mr. DUNCAN, 
Mr. TOWNS, Mr. HUGHES, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. 
COLLINS of Illinois, Mr. NADLER, Mr. MFUME, 
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. WYNN, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. DELAY, Mr. LIV
INGSTON, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. KING, Mr. LEVY, 
Ms. FOWLER, Mr. KIM, Mr. MAZZOLI, Mr. 
MCKEON , Mr. FORD of Michigan, Mr. SWETT, 
Mr. PAXON, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. DICKEY, Mr. 
COLEMAN, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
DE LUGO, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. PAYNE of Vir
ginia, Mr. FORD of Tennessee , Mr. MYERS of 
Indiana, Mr . MCCLOSKEY, Mrs. MINK, Mr. 
TORRES, Mr. HALL of Ohio, Mr. TORRICELLI, 
Mr. PASTOR, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
FRANK of Massachusetts, Ms. LOWEY, Mr. 
HINCHEY, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. PICYLE, Mr. 
HOYER, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. HAYES, 
Mr. HANSEN, Mr. GINGRICH, Mr. GEKAS, Mr. 
ROSE, Mr. BORSKI, Mr. HOAGLAND, Mr. RIDGE, 
Mr. BATEMAN, Mr. HERGER, Mr. KOLBE, Mr. 
WILSON, Mr. ENGEL, Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. 
BROWN of California, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. SAW
YER, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. BARCIA of Michi
gan, Mr. CALLAHAN, Mr. MCCRERY, Mr. 
BAKER of Lousiana, Mr. HUTTO, Mr. 
RAMSTAD, Mr. DREIER, Mr. GALLO, Mr. 
DEUTSCH, Mr. TRAFICANT, Mr. WHITTEN, Mr. 
MURPHY, Mr. VALENTINE, Mr. CLINGER, Mr. 
BISHOP, Ms. MALONEY , Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. 
JOHNSTON of Florida, Mr. KLECZKA, Mr. EM
ERSON, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. 
CRANE, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. GEJDENSON , Mr. 
NEAL of North Carolina, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 
PETERSON of Florida, Mr. SABO, Mr. BAESLER, 

Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. VUCANOVICH, Mr. BAKER of 
California, Mrs. BENTLEY, Mr. HORN, and Mr. 
MONTGOMERY. 

H .J. Res. 242: Mr. KREIDLER, Mr. WALSH, 
Mr. GORDON, Mrs. MORELLA, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. CALLAHAN, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr. MURPHY, 
Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. BLUTE, Mr. KASICH, Mr. 
MEEHAN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. PETERSON of Flor
ida, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. MCCLOS
KEY, Mr. BLILEY, Ms. MOLINARI, Mr. TOWNS, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, and Mr. SARPALIUS. 

H.J. Res. 245: Mr. BAKER of Louisiana, Mr. 
BACHUS of Alabama, and Mr. CANADY. 

H. Con. Res. 6: Mr. DICKEY. 
H. Con. Res. 13: Mr. KLUG, Mr. DICKEY, and 

Mr. GALLEGLY. 
H. Con. Res. 51: Ms. FOWLER, Mr. 

GALLEGLY, and Mr. KIM. 
H. Con. Res. 107: Mr. CLAY, Mrs. CLAYTON, 

Mr. GILMAN, Mr. JACOBS, Mrs. JOHNSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. KOPETSKI, Mr. KREIDLER, 
Mr. LAFALCE, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. PETERSON of 
Minnesota, Mrs. ROUKEMA, Mr. ROTH, Mr. 
HALL of Texas, Mr. FISH, Mr. SCHUMER, and 
Mr. LEHMAN . 

H. Con. Res. 126: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. LIPINSKI, 
Mrs. MEEK, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. SCOTT, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Ms. THURMAN, and Mr. TRAFI
CANT. 

H. Res. 134: Mr. SCHAEFER, Ms. HARMAN, 
Mr. MANN, Mr. EVERETT, Ms. DUNN, Mr. AN
DREWS of Texas, Mrs. LLOYD, Mr. BARTON of 
Texas, Mr. BLUTE, Ms. ENGLISH of Arizona, 
Mr. THOMAS of Wyoming, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER, Mr. STUMP, Mr. BEREUTER, 
Mr. ANDREWS of Maine, Mr. COMBEST, Mr. 
STEARNS, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. 
WALSH, Mr. COOPER, Mr. POMBO, and Mr. 
BUYER. 

H. Res. 225: Mr. BACHUS of Alabama, Mr. 
BALLENGER, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. 
BEREUTER, Mr. COBLE, Mr. COPPERSMITH, Mr. 
DICKEY, Mr. FINGERHUT, Mr. GLICKMAN, Mr. 
GRAMS, Mr. HOBSON, Mr. JACOBS, Mr. KINGS
TON, Mr. MANN, Mr. MICA, Mr. POSHARD, and 
Mr. SHAYS. 

H. Res . 234: Ms. DUNN, Ms. NORTON, Mrs. 
MALONEY, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. DARDEN, Mr. 
PICKLE, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. PARKER, Mr. BOU
CHER, Mr. MCNULTY, and Mr. RAHALL. 

H. Res. 239: Mr. PETRI , Mr. GOODLING, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. ROTH, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. DOO
LITTLE, Mr. BALLENGER, and Mr. COMBEST. 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso
lutions as follows: 

H.R. 634 : Mr. DOOLEY. 
H.J. Res. 117: Mr. DOOLEY. 
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